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BACKLOG SITE CLEANUP PLANNING REPORT
ENERAL ELE I ormerly END

1. S ite Information

Location and Type of Site

6900 Stanford Avenue
Los Angeles, CA 90001
Los Angeles

The facility was formerly used by General Electric to repair and reprocess transformers.

Endura Metals used the ‘site to manufacture stainless steel kitchen and restaurant cabinets
and tables.

This site was listed as Endura Metals in the January 1987 Expenditure Plan.

Description of Hazardous Wastes

Polychlorinated biphenyl and polychlorinated dibenzofurans were found at elevated levels

‘at the site. Chlorinated organic compounds have a wide range of central nervous system

and respiratory effects, and some are known or suspected carcinogens.

Threat to Public Health and Environment
The primary threat to the public and the environment is Lhrough direct contact.

There is no known exposure at this time. DHS will monitor conditions at this site to detect
any change in public health status. -If a change in status should occur, DHS will schedule
an appropriate response action and notify the Legislature.

The degree of health hazard posed by chemical contamination of a site depends on the
concentration of the material present and the duration of exposure. DHS policy is to
evaluate all listed hazardous waste sites for the need to take action to abate any acute public
health or environmental threats posed by a site. Therefore, the threats described in this
document generally represent the potential impact of long-term exposure to specific
hazardous substances if : 1) the site is not abated, 2) the substances migrate off site, and 3)
the substances at some point come into contact with human or environmental receptors.



II. _Site Status

Status of Site Activity

The County Health Deparfrnent has requested DHS assistance at the site. General Electric
has offered to conduct an additional characterization but has refused to enter into an
enforceable agreement. '

Projected Revenue Sources

This site is projected for cleanup funded by responsible parties, with reinbursement to DHS -

for staff and related costs. However, if the responsible parties fail to provide funding for
cleanup, another funding source will need to be established.

M. Cleanup Completion Egﬁmateg

The site has a relatively high direct contact score in hazard ranking system score. It may
be necessary to initiate interim corrective measures based in part on an August, 1987

recommendation from Los Angeles County Health Department epidemiology staff.

However, final remediation is not scheduled during the next 5 years. Based on current
information, this site is projected to be a small site which will require an estimated 1 year
and 7.5 months to complete from the date of cleanup initiation. This estimate is subject to
change based on receipt of additional information.

This site will be targeted for cleanup in a later edition of the Expenditure Plan based on
relative site cleanup priorities at the time of the update. Therefore, no cleanup completion
dates have been projected at this time. '

Ordering Information:

Toxic Substance Control Division
Office of External Affairs

P.O. Box 942372

Sacramento, CA 94234



UNITED STATES ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY - -
REGION IX

75 Hawthorne Street S st
San Francisco, Ca. 94105-3901 .

07 Aug 159

Bart Malloy

General Electric Company

275 Battery Street, 23rd Floor
San Francisco, CA 94114

Re: Freedom of Information Act Request RIN-9-2433-91
Dear Mr. Malloy:

In respdnse to your Freedom of Information Act (FOIA) .
request dated October 16, 1992, we wish to inform you that there
is no information in the Comprehensive Environmental Response,
Compensation and Liability Information System (CERCLIS)
database that is responsive to your request for:

General Electric/Endura Metals Facility

Pursuant to 40 C.F.R. Section 2.120 (a) (5) (iii), there
will be no fee charged for providing the enclosed information.

. If you have any questions, please contact Ann Ficher of
this office at (415) 744-2349. -

Sincerely, .
e Lk

Thomas A. Mix, Chief
Site Evaluation Section

Enclosures

Printed on Recycled Paper
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Corparate Environmenta! Programs
Genesel Electnc Company

275 Baitery Stieei, 23rd Fioor

San Franc:sco, CA 94171

415 274-1900

October 16, 1991

Ms. Ida Tolliver
Freedom of Information Officer

U.S. Environmental Protectlon Agency
Region 9

75 Hawthorne Street

San Francisco, CA 94105

Re: Freedom of Information Act Request

Dear Ms. Tolliver;'

Pursuant to the Freedom of Information Act, 5 U.S.C. 552 et seq.
I hereby request copies of the following documents and records.-

1. Any and all documents containing correspondence from the
General Electric Company to "~ the United States
Environmental Protection Agency (E.P.A.), which the
E.P.A. received in 1983 or 1984, regarding the property
known as either the General Electrlc Conpany or the
Endura Metals Facility, at 6900 Stanford Avenue in Los
Angeles, CA.

If the Agency determines that some portion of the requested
document is exempt from release, I hereby request the release of
any portion of the document that is not exempt. In addition, if the
Agency determines that any exemption is applicable, I request that
the Agency advise me in writing as to what specific documents are
being withheld. I also request that the Agency identify any
exemption that is invoked and explain why it applies in this case.

I understand that there may be a charge for these copies. If the
charge will exceed $100.00, please telephone me at (415) 274-1900
for approval. If the charge will be less than $100.00, please send
the copies and the bill for the copying to me at the address listed
above. Thank you for your assistance in this matter.

— . . 2 N
i /\’ Lo ! -

Very truly yours,
B
Bart Malloy
BILLING CATEGORY

Paralegal
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wirpnmental Programs
Gu 1ric Company

275 Baneiv Street. 25d Flo:

San Franeises, CA 8211
SHIARNE

California Environmental Protection Agency
Department of Toxic Substances Control
1405 North San Fernando Blvd., Suite 300
Burbank, California 91504

O
(3R]
~

Re: 6900 Stanford Avenue, Los Angeles, California
Bond Expenditure Plan, Backlog Site

To whom it may ¢&oncern:

This letter is to advise the Department of Toxic Substances

" Control that General Electric ("GE") plans to dismantle and. °

dispose of two buildings and associated site improvements (e.g.,
asphalt, concrete and railroad tracks near the buildings)
presently located at 6900 Stanford Avenue, Los Angeles,
California (the "property"). The property currently is

‘unoccupied and GE desires to remove the buildings to eliminate

any -potential for vagrants and trespassers to enter. In January
1987 the Department of Health Services identified the property as-
a "backlog site" in the Expenditure Plan for the Hazardous

Substance Cleanup Bond Act of 1984. The property is not, nor has'

it been, the subject of any state or federal enforcement action.
All debris, including the demolished building materials,
will be handled and disposed of in accordance with applicable
federal, state and local laws. Building demolition is scheduled
to begin in February 1992.
If you require any additional information regarding the
above-described actions, please contact me at (415) 274-1906.
Very truly yours,
. _,’;, -
Ve o/ [0 3¢S

Irene Ai Boczek
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im UNITED STATES ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY

"44...0« REGION IX

. 75 Hawthorne Street
San Francisco, Ca. 94105-3901
NOV 13 1991
Jack J. Gilbraith

OHM Corporation
1990 North California Blvd., Suite 400
Walnut Creek, CA 94596

Dear Mr. Gilbraith:

This letter is in response to your request for Region 9's guidelines regarding the EPA
definition of Quantifiable Level/Level of Detection for PCBs and the use of water as dust
suppressant in demolition of a PCB contaminated bmldmg :

The EPA considers the level of detection to be 2.ppm for PCBs. This definition can
be found in 40 CFR 761.3. For purposes of the TSCA regulations, anything less than 2 ppm
is considered non detectable for PCB solids and non aqueous liquids.

_ You have indicated that you would like to use water as a dust suppressant and to wash
dust off the walls of the building. The water must be collected and treated with carbon

. filtration prior to discharge. Approval should be obtained from the local Regional Water
Quality Control Board prior to any discharge. All filters and untreated water must be
disposed of as PCB waste per 40 CFR 761.60. All equipment that comes in contact with
untreated water must be disposed of per 40 CFR 761 60 or decontaminated per 761.79.

Please note that the above information provides federal guxdelmes for Region 9. State
and/or local guidelines may be more stringent and supersede the recommendations provided
above. If you have any questions, please feel free to call me at (415) 744-1119.-

Sincerely,

' Joe Karkoski
Environmental Engineer

Toxics Section
Air and Toxics Division

Printed on Recycled Paper
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75 Hawthorne Street
San Francisco, Ca. 94105

0CT 31 199

Jack J. Gilbraith

OHM Corporation

1990 North California Blvd., Suite 400
Walnut Creek, CA 94596

Dear Mr. Gilbraith:

This letter is in response to your request for Region 9°s disposal guidelines for waste
generated from the demolition of structures contaminated with PCBs. The anti-dilution rule

does apply to spills of regulated amounts of PCBs. The spill clean up policy (40 CFR Part .

If you do not plan to leave any contaminated material from building demolition in
- place, you may have the option of choosin

Your 4th question refers to the use of water to cool concrete saw blades. It is not
necessary to send the water through carbon filtration between uses. A particulate filter
- should insure that there is no significant buildup in PCB concentration in the water. The

local Regional Water Quality Control Board should be contacted to determine the proper
disposal method of the cooling water. ’

Please note that the above information provides federal guideiines for Region 9. . State
and/or local guidelines may be more stringent and supersede the recommendations provided
above. If you have any questions, please feel free to call me at (415) 744-1119.

Sincerely,

/7)

: 7/// e

Joe Karkoski
Environmental Engineer
Toxics Section

Air and Toxics Division

Pn'medv on Recycled Paper
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- October 25, 1991

Greg Czajowski(T-5-2)
Pesticides and Toxics Branch
Environmental Protection Branch, Region IX

- 75 Hawthorne Street

San Francisco, CA 94105

~Dear Mr. Czajowski:

I am currently working on a technical specification for the demolition and
removal of several PCB contaminated buildings. Prior to 1971, the site was used
to service electrical equipment including PCB containing transformers. Certain
concrete floor core samples have indicated PCB concentrations ranging from
“non-detected” to 4000 parts per million (ppm). A large portion of the building

- materials contain less than 50 ppm PCBs. The building owner has specified that

all work must comply with state and federal regulations. I have several
questions for you concerning interpretation of federal regulations and in
particular 40 CFR 761. :

1) Does the anti-dilution rule require that building materials including
walls and ceilings containing quantifiable levels of PCBs to be disposed of
as if they contain the same concentration as the liquid PCBs (assume '
liquids contained greater than 500 ppm) spilled on the materials,
regardless of their concentration?

2)  TSCA defines "Quantifiable Level/Level of Detection" for PCBs as 2 ppm.
If the level of detection is 2 ppm, are materials that contain less than 2
ppm non-PCB, and therefore not subject to the ant-dilution rule or
regulated under TSCA? : :

3) 40 CFR 761.125 (4) (v) requires the cleanup of PCBs in soil to a level of 10
. ppm in nonrestricted access areas (PCB Spill Cleanup Policy). Are soils
that contain PCBs at concentration greater than 10 ppm and less than 50
ppm required to be disposed of in a TSCA landfill?

4) Can water that is used to cool concrete saw blades that contacts PCB
contaminated concrete surfaces (assume surface concentrations of PCBs
greater than 500ppm) be collected and filtered through activated carbon
filter for reuse?

1990 North California Blvd.. Suite 400 @ Walnut Creek. California 94596 @ 415.256-6100
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5)  If the concentration of PCBs is below the quantifiable limit in the water
generated and filtered as described above can the water be disposed as
non-PCB?

I would greatly appreciate your answers to the above questions so that we can

develop a demolition plan that is consistent with Region IX policy concerning
PCB dleanup.

Sincerely:

ack I};lbraith
oject Manager
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i“r REGION IX

4
75 Hawthorne Street
San Francisco, Ca. 94105-3801

NOV 13 1391

Jack J. Gilbraith

OHM Corporation

1990 North California Blvd., Suite 400
Walnut Creek, CA 94596

Dear Mr. Gilbraith:

This letter is in response to your request for Region 9's guidelines regarding the EPA
definition of Quantifiable Level/Level of Detection for PCBs and the use of water as dust
suppressant in dembolition of a PCB contaminated building.

The EPA considers the level of detection to be 2.ppm for PCBs. This definition can
be found in 40 CFR 761.3. For purposes of the TSCA regulations, anything less than 2 ppm
is considered non detectable for PCB solids and non aqueous liquids. ,

You have indicated that you would like to use water as a dust suppressant and to wash
dust off the walls of the building. The water must be collected and treated with carbon
filtration prior to discharge. Approval should be obtained from the local Regional Water
Quality Control Board prior to any discharge. All filters and untreated water must be
disposed of as PCB waste per 40 CFR 761.60. All equipment that comes in contact with
untreated water must be disposed of per 40 CFR 761.60 or decontaminated per 761.79.

Please note that the above information provida federal guidelines for Region 9. State
and/or local guidelines may be more stringent and supersede the recommendations provided
above. If you have any questions, please feel free to call me at (415) 744-1119.-

Sincerely,

’ Joe Karkoski '
Environmental Engineer

Toxics Section _
Air and Toxics Division

Printed on Recycled Paper
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- LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

STATE OF CALIFORNIA—HEALTH AND WELFARE AGENCY

DEPARTMENT OF HEALTH SERVICES

107 SOUTH BROADWAY, ROOM 7011

GEORGE DEUKMEJIAN, Governor

(213) 620-2380

copy mailed to: Debbi Hankins

. 4/27/88

g wi»fh note: For your information.

_April 20, 1988

William P. Thornton, Jr., Counsel

Utility & Industrial Sales & Service Division
General Electric Company

One River Road

Schenectady, NY 12345

Dear Mr. Thornton:
GENERAL ELECTRIC COMPANY (GE), STANDFORD AVENUE SITE

As discussed in. our initial meetings, the Department cannot allocate staff
resources for project oversight unless GE enters into a Consent Order which
includes an up-front funding provision.

The revision of the Remedial Investigation/Feasibility Study workplan was
received on April 18, 1988. However, as discussed above, the status of the
subject site shall remain as "back log" in the Bond Expenditure Plan (back log
sites are those the Department cannot address with staff resources in the next
5 fiscal years).

If you have any questions or comments, please contact Jean Liu of this office.

Sincerely,

Nestor 0. Acedera,~Unit Chief
Assessment & mitigation Unit
Southern California Section

Toxic Substances Control Division



STATE OF CALIFORNIA—HEALTH AND WE AGENCY

KENNETH E. BARR

GEORGE DEUKMEJIAN. Governor

DEPARTMENT OF HEALTH SERVICES
107 SOUTH BROADWAY, Rm 7011

LOS ANGELES, CALIFORNIA 90012

(213)620-2380

FEB 24 1958

February 4, 1988

. VN
William P. Thormton, Jr. : '”‘\‘s‘,-'i.; .
Counsel : F Ty TRQ
Apparatus Service Department M, ~ .,
General Electric 11y R0

One River Road : § /"4Sp
Schenectady, NY 12345 ‘ /

Dear Mr. Thornton:

QOMMENTS AND RECCMMENDATIONS ON GE'S REMEDIAL INVESTIGATION/FEASIBILITY STUDY
(RI/FS) WORKPLAN '

Please find enclosed the Department's comments and recamendationsb on the
subject workplan. ‘

- The revision of the workplan and the Site Safety Plan should be submitted to

meDepartmentardIosArqelasco.mtyExw

Health within 30 days of
the date of this letter. o

If you have any questions, please cortact Jean Liu of this office.

estor O, Acedera, Unit Chief
Assessmeét'& Mitiqation Unit
Southern California Section
Toxic Substances Cantrol Division

cc: \)(E. Barr
Bechtel Erwvirormental, Inc.
P.O. Box 3695

San Francisco, CA 94119

Iarrie L. Lance, DrfH, Epidemiologist

Taxic Epidemiology Program

los Angeles County Department of Health Services
. 2615 South Grand Ave., 6th Floor

Los Angeles, CA 90007

Enclosure




State of California

Memorandum

To

Via:

From

: Nestor 0. Acedera _ Oate . February 4, 198s

_ o © Subject: GE Site, 6900
Jim Smith, : : Stanford Averwe, in
/ . : . Los Angeles

1 .
ey \va

: Jean(Liu, Project Officer

GE retained Bechtel Bwiroment Inc. (BET) to prepare a Remedial
Investigation/Feasibility Study (RI/FS) workplan. The workplan was
ttansmittedtoﬂ:enepartmrtmOctoberzz, 1987. The Health and Safety
Plan (Appendix C) portion of the workplan was reviewed by John Danby, staff
industrial hygienist. His comments are attached with this memo. I reviewed
the workplan, comments and recammendations are as follows:

l. On page 2-2, it is stated that previously identified contamination was
limited to the top 10 feet. There is no data in Apperdix A (Summary of
Data) to supart this conclusion. BET should provide clarification

2. Apperdix A: BEIﬂmldptwidebetteramryofﬂnpmvims sampling
data. Sampling date, location, depth and persormel should be Clearly -
indicated on the sumary page. Fifty (50) parts per million (ppm) of

- polychlorinated biphenyl (PCB) is not a art-off point. All of the
b

(i.e. PCB, diaxin/furan, etc). It is equally important to prove ad
disptwecattanimtiminnam, 80 sample points with low or no
contamination should be indicated as well. ‘

3. .Pagez-zstatesﬂntgrunﬂwataramearstobeamlativelymimr

paﬁuaydmtot!ndepthofmtararﬂttnpmbable,imnbilityof FCB.

EET should keep in mind that the site has been in cperation since 1942.
Over the years, solvmtsardoﬂnrdmicalsmighttuvnspmedatthe‘
‘site. Previous amlysesmlimitadtoPCBsa:ﬂdimd.:vnm. A more

Department of Health Services



Mr. Nestor Acedera -2- February 4, 1988

In order to imnvestigate ground water coditions, piezometer (short
screen monitoring wells) clusters are recommended. Well casing material
should be stainless steel.

On page 3-5, it is stated that Med-Tax collected airborne samples from
July 1984 to March 1985. Those samples had concentrations below
detectiaon level.

'medatawillbeuseﬁﬂmlyafterideftifyﬁgﬂaetypesofpaxtimlates
tested, the metecrological information (such as wind direction, moisture
content, etc.) and locations. BEI should provide all information
necessary to evaluate the potential migration of comtamination in air.

Page 3-3 ofﬂnvmicplanamrizesﬂnamlyseéfordimd:vmnmﬁ
cacludesttutrpmrduri:westigatimismquimdinﬁaemmildmgs
because PCB, dimdnuﬂﬁmlmlsmbelowﬂn"limits"‘usedbymis
Department.

BET should note that althouwgh 2, 3, 7, 8 tetra chlorodibenzodionin
(TCDD) was detected at less than one part per billien (ppb), other
dicodn/ftmniscnnrsmredetectedatmﬂhigherlmls. Recent
studiesca:paretmtmdcityofomerdimdrvmmz, 3, 7, 8 TCDD
and assume a toxicity equivalence factor (TEF). As imdicated in the
atbadud,ﬂﬁsoq:amrtmidemallisanersoftemmﬂpemawo
and COF chlorinated in the 2, 3, 7, 8 positions to be as toxic as 2, 3,
7, 8 TCDD. '

It is impossible to differentiate between 'borirg locations and pre\}icus
sampling results of KCB greater than 50 prm an figure 2.1 in Appendix
B. ' - B .

The 4o pages proceeding to Appendix B need better copies and

explanation.
A table following Med-Tox's letter is unreadable in Appendix A.
Amendixhneadstohaamrgedinamlogicaluay. For example,

figure 4 and figure 5 should immediately follow table 5. The data
reduction, interpretation and sumary must be thorough, ocamplete,

~ accurate and logical.



Mr. Nestor Acedera -3~ February 4, 1988

If you need any additional information, please give me a call.



TABLE 8.1.6.3 - 2

TOXICITY EQUIVALENCE FACTORS FOR
PCDD AND PCDF'

HOMOLOGUE CLASS | EQUIVALENCE FACTOR™
Tetra CDD ' 1.00
Penta CDD _ 1.00
Hexa- CDD ’ 0.03
Hepta CDD _ 0.03
Octa CDD 0.00
Tetra CDF | 1.00
Penta CDF 1.00
Hexa CDF = | ~0.03
Hepta CDF : 0.03
Octa CDF : 0.00

(1) As described in "Health Effects of 2.3.7.8- Tetrachlorodibenzo-p-dioxin and
Related Compounds”. (Scenario 4). California Department of Heaith Services.
Epidemiological Studies Section. December 27, 1985

(2) TEF values apply oﬁly to isomers within a homologue class that are chiorinated
in the 2.3.7.8 position ’



State of California

Memorandum

- To

From

Date
Jean Liu ’ : 3 December 1987

" GE Stanford
Avenue Site Safety Plan

John Danb)@

I have completed my review of the subject plan, which was prepared by Bechtel
Environmental, Inc. The plan is not too bad, but there are several areas
that require attention. The comments below are keyed to the draft TSCD "Site
Safety Plan Outline and Guidance for Site Assessment or Site Mitigation
Projects" ('Guidance Document’), a copy of which is attached for reference.

1) FACILITY BACKGROUND: Good.
2) KEY PERSONNEL AND RESPONSIBILITIES- Good.

3) JOB HAZARD ANALYSIS- Health hazards associatéd with PCB exposure should
be discussed (see Guidance Document). Issues associated with the potential

for heat stress should be addressed, including symptoms, action levels and
monitoring.

4) RISK ASSESSMENT SUMMARY- N/A

5) EXPOSURE MONITORING PIAN- The activities currently planned do not’ appear

to represent a significant exposure problem. However, if the activities are
modified (relative to the 9/87 workplan submittal), consideration should be
given to real-time particulate monitoring and possibly personal monitoring
for particulates and vapors. Although it 1is generally accepted that PCB
vVapors are not an exposure issue due to the low vapor pressure, Jim Neely of
Ecology and Environment has done some field studies that indicate breathing
zone. vapors may be much higher than anticipated when activities that
significantly disturb the matrix (i.e., excavation) are undertaken.

6) PERSONAL PROTECTIVE EQUIPMENT- Describe respiratory protection program

(may use corporate plan as addendum). Additional specific information is
required regarding the various proclo ensembles that may be in use at the
site (situation/operation specific). Note that neoprene gloves are not
typically used for PCB work; milled nitrile or viton may be more appropriate.

7)  WORK ZONES AND SECURITY = MEASURES: It would appear that the
characteristics of the site are well-enough established that work zones can
be described in the plan (include site map) .

8) DECONTAMINATION PROCEDURES- Inadequate. Please see Guidance Document.
9) GENERAL SAFE WORK PRACTICES- Adequate.

Department of Heaith Services



Liu/GE Stanford Ave. SSP - - -~ 3 December 1987

10) STANDARD OPERATING PROCEDURES- None listed. Suggest decon and fit-tes-
procedures be shown. ‘

11) CONTINGENCY PLANS- Include map of route to hospital with directions.
Need facility map with evacuation routes. What will be
warning/evacuation signals? Where is the nearest phone?

12) TRAINING REQUIREMENTS- Site specific program is good. What is ‘the
content of the 29CFR1910.120 training session?

13) MEDICAL SURVEILIANCE PROGRAM- Good.

Please let me know if you have any questions.

JD:jd

Attachment

used for -



FOR SITE ASSESSMENT
OR SITE MITIGATION PRQJECTS

Toxic Substances Control Divisien

This document is intended to assist contractors and responsible parties in
preparing site safety plans (SSP's) for Toxic Substances Control Divisien
projects. This gquidance is not necessarily all-inclusive. The type of plan
required and its content will vary on a site-specific basis. However, most
SSP's will need to address, at a minimm, all of the topics listed in the ssp
outline below. If a topic area does not relate to the project, a neqative
declaration should be included to establish that adequate consideration was
given to the topic. : ‘

A well-written SSP should be a stand-alone document that serves several

- purposes. While assuring the goverrmental agencies involved that both worker .

and cammunity health and safety concerns are properly addressed, it should
also provide site management with information that is sufficiently detailed
to permit implementation of all health and safety functions at the site. A
reference copy of the SSP must always be available at the site for this
purpose. The SSP must also provide site workers with appropriate health ard

safety guidance, and be useful for training the workers in the hazards

specific to the particular jab.

It is advisable to have the SSP developed by industrial hygiene and safety
professionals who have hazardous waste site experience. It is imperative
that 29 CFR 1910.120 ("Hazardous Waste Operations and Emergency Response;
Interim Final Rule; Federal Register Vol. 51, pp.45654 - 45675, 12/19/86) be
consulted while preparing an SSP. All SSP requirements of this regulation
are reflected in this guidance document. A suggested reference for use in
preparing SSP's is the NIOSH/OSHA/USCG/EPA "Occupational Safety and Health
Guidance Marual for Hazardous Waste Site Activities", Octcber 1985, DHHS
(NICSH) Publication No. 85-115; this reference is cited in the Interim Final
Rule. v

While the SSP should be detailed yet concise, most importantly it must be

Site-specific, Be advised that generic "boiler-plate" language is frequently
rejected if it does not reflect conditions at the site. In particular,
photocopied or regurgitated EPA guidance material on topics such as levels of
protection, decontamination protocol, or work zone criteria will not be
accepted without information on how such items will be implemented for the
project at hand. Be advised that the project will be audited for campliance
with the SSP by a TSCD industrial hygienist; therfore, the site safety
protocol should be accurately presented in the SSP.

I. SSP outline

1. Facility Background

2. Key Perscnnel and Responsibilities
3. Job Hazard Analysis

4. Risk Assessment Summary



DRAFF
TSCD SSP Guidance Document -2- ' ‘ 4/22/87

5. Exposure Monitoring Plan
6. Personal Protective Equipment
7. Work Zones and Security Measures
8. Decontamination Procedures '
9. General Safe Work Practices
10. Standard Operating Procedures
11. Contingency Plans
12. Training Requirements
13. Medical Surveillance Program
14. Documentation

II. Guidance Information
1. Facility hackgrm.rd

If the SSP is not an integral part of the workplan, this section of the
SSP should be devoted to a description of the project, including field
activities and goals. Further, it should include a summary of

> information regarding wastes disposed of on-site, location and physical
state of wastes, chemical characteristics of wastes, and range of
concentrations found to date by matrix. Condensed SSPs that are used for
training and quick reference should also contain this information.

2. Key Personnel and Responsibilities

Identify key persannel by name (if known) and specific assigrment for the
project (i.e., Joe Smith, Project Manager; Harry Jones, Site Safety
Officer, etc.). Summarize the health and safety responsibilities of each
key person identified. Include the reporting relationships of all
personnel, the extent of the Site Safety Officer's (SSO) authority to A
correct health and safety problems, the overall project responsibilities
of the SSO, and the SSO's qualifications. Also include the telephone
nunbers of key contractor/respansible party and agency persconnel.

3. Jaob Hazard Analysis

This section is necessary to provide summary informaticn on potential
hazards to workers at the site. Describe potential chemical hazards
based on contaminants present or expected, and the primary health risks
-associated with each; include PELs/TLVs/RELs for each contaminant (If
avajlable). Completely describe the physical hazards associated with
each site activity (i.e., trenching, drilling, sampling) and the steps to
be taken to minimize these hazards.

Provide anticipated weather conditions, including historic mean
temperatures and relative humidities. If heat stress potential is
indicated (ambient temp>70F), discuss its monitoring and control (see _
Sec. 5). In colder regions, give consideration to cold stress potential.
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Where trenching or drilling will be conducted, ensure that Und

Service Alert (USA) is contacted for guidance regarding underground
utilities. Article 6 of the Construction Safety Orders (in Title 8,
California Administrative Code) contains specific regulatory requirements
for trenching operations. ' ,

‘Same large/prolonged/camplex site mitigation projects will require a more
detailed job hazard analysis for each job classification on the project.

4. Risk Assessment Summary

Provide a summary of the potential risks/impact on receptors at or near
the site. This will include impact on workers, hearby/surrounding
cammunity, and envirorment. This section is very dependent on the
availability of data and specifics regarding the site; therefore, based -
on the phase of the project (i.e., initial site assessment) it may not be
possible to include this information.

5. Exposure Monitoring Plan

Describe area, worker and cammunity exposure monitoring programs.
Exposure hazards to consider include airborne vapors, gases and
particulates, radiation, heat stress, and noise. Describe rationales,
methoqolcgies, equipment calibration procedures for each program, and

the site, area and commnity monitoring of the site may not be
applicable. If the operaticn requires a local air quality agency permit

permit as an a .
6. Personal Protective Equipment (PPE)

Discuss protective clothing and respirator selection. This must be more
specific than "chemical resistant" coveralls, gloves, etc., and should
include raticnale for selection. .

For respirator use, include odor threshold of gases and vapors, vapor
pressure, and PEL/TLV/REL of each hazardous constituent of primary
concern, as well as action levels for upgrade or downgrade.

The section should include a list of PPE selected for each job
classification at the site if there are different levels of protection
being specified. .

7. Work Zones and Security Measures

Provide a site and area map with work, contamination reduction and
support zones outlined. Indicate decontamination area. Define site
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cantrol/security measures; these include items such as fencing, locked
qates, security guards, flagging, etc.

8. Decontamination Measures

This section will describe decontamination procedures to be used for
persannel, personal protective equipment, sampling equipment and heavy
equipment. Detail the decon procedures, including how the decon line ard
rest area will be set up, provisions for disposal of contaminated
materials and liquids, and a listing of decon equipment and solutions
that will be used (i.e., socap and water, steam cleaner, etc.). Describe
the protocol as it will be used on the site; do not submit photocopies of
procedures from EPA and other guidance manuals. ‘

9. General Safe Work Practices

This section should describe safe work practices that will be employed at
the site, and will address issues such as perscnal hygiene, drill rig
safety, trenching safety, and site entry protocol.

10. Standard Operating Procedures

This section should establish Standard Operating Procedures (SOP's) for
activities that can be standardized due to their repetitive nature;
exarples are decontamination protocol and respirator fit test procedures.
A checklist is advisable because it is useful in the field for daily
checks of working conditions. If such safety SOP's are provided through
a corporate health and safety program/marual, that section of the marual
should be provided as an appendix to the SSP.

11. Contingency Plans

'misisamtherséctimofﬂtesspmidaisverydepement_mthe
specifics of the site and the phase of the project. At a minimm, it
should describe medical and emergency services to be used, including a
list of emergency contact telephone numbers and the route to the nearest
emergency roam. Perscnnel with current CPR/First Aid training need to be
identified. Decontamination requirements for personnel injured or
exposed in the work zone will be provided.

As aﬁplica.ble, based on the project, develop contingency plans for

on-site and off-site spills or releases of hazardous materials which will
include evacuation plans for the site and surrounding areas.

12. Training Requirements

This section should describe personnel training programs, which should
include as a minimm, health hazard recognition training, physical agent
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(safety) training, respiratory protection training, equipment training,
safe work practices, first aid/CPR, ard personal hygiene. Particular
attention must be given to the training requirements set forth in 29 CFR

1910.120. Procedures for daily/pre-shift tailgate safety meetings should
be discussed.

Note that Cal-OSHA requires specialized training be given when handling
specific materials, and that personnel are trained in the hazards
specific to their jeb.

. If the details on such a training program are provided through a

corporate health and safety program/manual, the appropriate section
should be included as an appendix to the SSP. The SSP should include
training needs specific to the project that are over and above the basic
corporate program. '

13. Medical Surveillance Program

Any contractor/subcontractor who has employees working at hazardous waste
sites shall have an established medical surveillance program in place
that meets the criteria of 29 CFR 1910.120 (f). 1If such a program is
included in the corporate health and safety program, it should be
included as an appendix to the SSP. However, appropriate tests or
examinations for acute exposures to specific potential hazards from the
work at hand should be discussed in this section of the SSP. '

14. Recordkeeping -

There are many requirements in both Cal-OSHA and Federal OSHA
regulations covering recordkeeping. Such items include worker exposure
monitoring, medical surveillance, training, respiratory protection, ard
injuries/illnesses. Standard formats for these requirements should be
established and be included in the SSP. '

IIT. Resources

The TSCD staff includes industrial hygienists in each Regional Office who
are available to assist, but not function as consultants, in the :
development of SSP's. The primary responsibility for the development and
implementation of the SSP lies with the contractor/respansible party.
However, the TSCD industrial hygienists are responsible for review and
approval, prior to any site activities, of the SSP and any other health
ard safety considerations for a specific project. Verbal cammnications
between the parties preparing the SSP and TSCD industrial hygienists is
encouraged as this usually results in more expeditious approval of the

SSP, which will then decrease the waiting period before site activities
can begin. : _
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In terms of written materials, the EPA provides additional guidance
documents regarding site safety and SSP development. :

Contractors who are working directly for the TSCD should consult their
contracts or task orders for items which may be required in an SSP over
and above the basic requirements detailed in this document.
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July 9, 1987

William P. Thornton, Jr., Counsel
Apparatus Service Department
General Electric Campany

One River Road '
Schenectady, N.Y. 12345

Dear Mr. Thornton:

The Department is samewhat disappointed with your June 15, 1987 response to
our offer to enter into an enforceable agreement pursuant to California Health
& Safety Code Section 25355.5 (a) (1) (c). The tone of your response varies
considerably from General Electric's previous cooperative position.

The proposed agreement is not, as you suggest based on "carrot and stick"
principles. Rather it serves as a notice that if G.E. fails to address site
remediation in accordance with California law, the Department will do so.
This process is not intended to be an adversarial one. Should G.E. choose not
to cooperate, the Department may undertake remediation. G.E. will have
opportunity to seek binding arbitration on the issue of allocation of

responsibility. G.E. mychosetodlsputeﬂ'xeneparm\errtsclams for costs at
the appropriate time.

Mearnwhile, the Department appreciates and accepts your offer to submit a site
characterization workplan within 90 days of this date. As you point cut, this
informal agreement is not in lieu of an order or enforceable agreement.
Considering G.E.'s past work and familiarity with the site, we believe that
the 90 day deadline can be easily bettered.

‘You have expressed some very general concerns regarding the issue of due
process. I have discussed it with the Department's legal counsel,

Rick Birdsall, and he has found your allegation too broad to respond to. If
ywhavescmespecificduepmoesscomems, wewalldbemorethanhappyto
address them.

Ourspec1f1cresponsetoyourcomnentsonthedraftConsentOxderare
attached.



Mr. William P. Thornton, Jr.

If you have specific additional concerns or questlons, please contact me or

Jean Liu at this office.

JS:JL:ccs
cce:  Steve Tekosky
City Attorney

1600 City Hall East
200 N. Main Street
Ios Angeles, CA 90012

Iarrie Lance ‘
Toxic Epidemiology Program
Hall of Administration

500 W. Temple Street, Room 180
Los Angeles, CA 90012

Tom Klinger

Los Angeles County

Department of Health Services
2615 S. Grand Ave, 6th Floor #607
Ios Angeles, CA 90007

Richard Birdsall ‘
Offige of legal Services -
102877, Street, 5th Floor
Sacramento, CA 95814

-2- July 9, 1987

Sincerely,

t and Mitigation Unit
Southern California Section :
Toxic Substances Control Division
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Building 6 - 202 (518) 385-3720 . June 15, 1987

EMERY

Mr. James Smith

California Department of Health Services
107 South Broadway, Room 7011

Los Angeles, California 90012

Dear Mr. Smith:

Enclosed are my comments on the proposed Consent Order relating to the
former GE site at 6900 Stanford Avenue, Los Angeles, California.

The list of objections is a long one. I would point out, however,
that for the most part, the substantive provisions involving the actual
clean-up have passed without objection while the procedural provisions
have called forth some vehement reactions.

I understand that the purpose of the Order is to accomplish clean-up.
The "stick" is that an enforcement order would be issued, but the "carrot"
expressed in our meeting was that the order would protect GE from arbi-
trary and capricious action by DHS. In fact, however, the order specif-
ically authorizes DHS action which is arbitrary, capricious and beyond the
reach of any law. It appears that the "deal" 1is that if GE will give up
the right to be treated in accordance with due process, DNR will give GE
clear direction if DNR chooses to do so.

I am not certain what pressures exist to cause the Department to seek
this kind of order. However, they may be strong, and negotiating an order
satisfactory to both parties may turn out to be a long and difficult task.

Since the overall impression I received at the meeting in Los Angeles
was a desire to proceed with the task, I have a modest proposal to make.
If you agree, we will undertake the preparation of a work plan such as
described in Article III and submit it to you within 90 days of your agree-
ment to proceed in this informal way. If you approve the work plan, we
will proceed to do the work and submit a report, and so on. When a Con-

sent Order is agreed to, we can proceed from whatever point we have
reached,

Your agreement to proceed.in this way would not be in lieu of continu-
ing negotiation on a consent order, the issuing of a compliance order or
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Mr. James Smith Page 2 June iS, 1987

any other remedy you may be entitled to or right you may have., It is only

a way to get on with the business at hand, while the lawyers sort out the
procedural niceties.

Please contact me with your thoughts on either or both of my concerns
with the consent order or my modest proposal.

Very truly yours,

(,/ //((dM7 p }‘/A (41/1-7/

William P, Thornton, Jr.
Counsel
Apparatus Service Department

WPT:cma

cc: Richard Birdsall
Stephen Tekosky

348
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Comments on Draft Consent Order

These comments are numbered based on the numbering sysﬁem used in the
draft.

Heading: Delete "Endura Metal Products'". That company has no connec-
. tion with the property or its clean—-up at this point in
time.

1.4, Line 5: reference to "groundwater" should be deleted. There 1s no
reason to believe that groundwater is affected in any way.

1.5, at the end of the first sentence, add the following:
"or as an admission that any of the findings of fact are
true, relevant, probative or admissible in any proceeding".

2.3, Delete and renumber following paragraphs. This statement is
totally irrelevant with respect to anything that follows and
it tends to be inflammatory.

2.4, first sentence shOuld be changed to read as follows:
"In March of 1983, the Los Angeles County Health Department
received information that an anonymous informant claimed
that large quantities of PCB transformer liquids were
disposed of at the rear of the subJect facility from 1946 to

1971 by GE."

2.5, delete and renumber following paragraphs. See comment to 2.3,

3.1, Thirty days is a short time span to produce the kind of work
- plan described. We would suggest 90 days.

To the extent that the standards referred to include ground-
water studies, we object on the basis stated in 1.4 above.
Also, to the extent that some work has already been done,
e.g., air testing, we would propose not to include it in the
plan, but to incorporate that work by reference.
3.2:(a) See comments re air (3.1) and groundwater (l.4).

3.3.1 See comments re air (3.1) and groundwater (l.4).

3.4 Delete Item d. Hydrogeological Investigation. (See 1.4).
RE: Item f. see comments in 3.1,

3.6 See comments under 6.8 below.



4,2

4.3

4.3.1

- -

Thirty days is a short time span for the work involved especially
since the start date is some date selected by DHA at its
convenience. Persons required to work on the action plan may
make time commitments without knowing when DHS will approve a
plan. We would suggest 90 days.

To the extent that referenced standards and requirements include
alr and groundwater testing see 1.4 and 3.1.

RE: Plan approval, see 6.8 below.

RE

Alr and groundwater, see l.4 and 3.1.
Sixty days is too short, we suggest 120 days.

RE: Completion by July, 1989. It is éntirely unknown whether
this is feasible for two reasons:

1) It is unknown what the investigation will find and what the
remedial action might be.

2) We cannot control the time spans (not specified in the
order) used up by DHS in the approval cycles. Furthermore,
since schedules are part of all plans and all are subject to
DHS, this provision is overkill.

Seeicomments under 6.8 below.
See comments under 6.8 below.

To the extent that this paragraph suggests that DHS can order us
to higher levels of clean-up than those approved in the RAP, see
comments under 6.8 below.

RE: References to air and groundwater see l.4 and 3.1.

We are not willing to provide a letter of credit in any amount.
We do not believe that a letter of credit or performance bond is
required from a corporation with the assets of General Electric
Company. In other areas of environmental concerns, e.g.,
security for closing costs, GE's assets are accepted as adequate
security.

Delete references to Letter of Credit.



5.1 and 5.2

5.3

6.3

6.5

6.8

6.9

6.10

6.11

These paragraphs represent a blank check and we cannot agree to
them without some quantification. You should.be able to tell us
now about direct cost incurred so far. You should be able to
tell us about billing rates for staff time. There should be
guidelines concerning appropriate activities covered by these
paragraphs.,

DHS should compute the 10% adder. Administratively, we should
get bills in the amount we need to pay. Otherwise, there will be
occasions where the adder is overlooked, and our auditors may
require a copy of the consent order attached to each invoice to
justify the payment.

This paragraph should be limited to providing a person respon-
sible for the community relations plan. As written, the para-
graph requires a "communications specialist”". I do not know what
a "communications specialist" is. If we could find one, we are
not certain we could find one who has "experience in hazardous
waste site clean-up".

RE: References to approvals by DHA see 6.8

Subparagraph a. permits DHS to "approve" a plan of its own design

.regardless of anything GE might do. The concept of an "approved

plan" or DHS "approval" of various steps or elements of the
clean-up effort is woven throughout the Consent Order. GE is
required to perform in-accordance with such "approvals".
Moreover, there appears to be no way for GE to obtain review of
any action or "approval" by DHA. GE has no way of assuring that
DHS acts in accordance with governing law. Essentially, this
amounts to a waiver of GE's due process rights. '

"If the Consent Order were a court order, GE would retain the

right to petition the court for an amendment of the order in the
event of a situation felt to exceed the law or violate due
process. Under this provision, GE has no rights and no redress.
This problem is fundamental and needs to be addressed. This
Consent Order was presented as a way -to assure GE that DHS would
not act in any arbitrary way, but this paragrpah makes it
absolutely clear that DHS reserves every right to be arbitrary,
capricious and act in excess of its legal powers.

This paragrﬁph further underscores the problems discussed in 6.8.

The effective date of the agreement starts certain periods
running. Under this provision, DHS may sign the Order and put it
in a desk drawer. The effective date should be only after GE
signs it (or else it is an Order rather than a Consent Order) and
only after a copy signed by DHS is given to GE,

This paragraph involves more issues such as 6.8.



6.16
6.17

6.18

.6.19

6.22

6.23 and

347

What are the rules for identifying DHS staff and "authorized
representatives”"? There should be provisions for compliance by
staff and representatives with the safety plan provided by GE.

Second sentence: Taking duplicate samples by DHS staff or
representatives is a wagsteful activity. GE should at DHS's
request and perhaps under DHS supervision take split or duplicate
samples to avoid redundant sampling costs.

See 6.8

See 6.8

See 6.8

DHS here and elsewhere maintains off contract judicial remedies
not permitted to GE., See 6.8. o

See 6.19 re second sentence.

6.24:

Although 6.23 says that only GE is bound, 6.24 suggests that DHS
may also be bound. Although I have carefully reviewed the
agreement several times, I have not found a single obligation in
the present draft binding on DHS.
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STATE OF CALIFORNIA—HEALTH AND WELFARE AGENCY GEORGE DEUKMEJIAN, Governor

DEPARTMENT OF HEALTH SERVICES

107 SOUTH BROADWAY
LOS ANGELES, CALIFORNIA 90012

July 21, 1987

William P. Thormton Jr., Counsel
Apparatus Service Department
General Electric Campany

One River Road

Schenectady, N.Y. 12345

Dear Mr. Thorntaon:

RESFONSE TO YOUR COMMENTS ON THE DRAFT CONSENT ORDER ., - ; {507
Attached please find the specific response to your comments on the  draft
Consent Order. This was to be attached with the letter of July 9, 1987 from
the Department.

If you have any questions regarding the subject matter, please contact me or
Jean Liu of this office.

isor
& Mitigation Unit
‘ Toxic Substances Control Division

JS:JL:j1

cc: Steve Tekosky
City Attorney
1600 City Hall East
200 N. Main Street
Ios Angeles, CA 90012

larrie lance .

Toxic Epidemiology Program
Hall of Administration

500 W. Temple Street, Room 180
Ios Arngeles, CA 90012

Tom Klinger

1os Angeles County

Department of Health Services
2615 S. Grard Ave., 6th Floor, #607
Los Angeles, CA 90007

Richard Birdsall

" Office of legal Services
1029 J. Street, 5th Floor
Sacramento, CA 95814
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Comments
Heading: Agree With Comment.

1.4, line 5: Potential or actual impact of the site on ground water cannot be
determined without specific analysis. :

1.5: Agree.

2.3: Disagree. The investigation should not presuppose that Endura
did not contribute to the release of hazardous substances. It
is true that no such evidence has thus far been developed.

2.4: Agree.

2.5 Disagree. This is relevant to site history, although the
specific significance of the data is limited. A :
3.1: Agree to 60 days.

Agree to incorporate existing data that meets appropriate‘
quality control standards, not "by reference", however.

Disagree with regard to ground water, although it is possible
that assessment of ground water issues could stop short of
actual ground water monitoring.

3.4: Disagree with deletion - would consider alternative, substantive

4.1: DHS' experience is that the Remedial Action Plan is primarily a

- summarization of data gathered in the RI/FS stages and a
selection of an alternative or alternatives for remediation. No
new information is necessary. However, extensions would be
readily granted for good cause. :

4.2., sixty days:

[HS' experience is that 60 days is sufficient. Also see 4.1
above.

4.2., July 1989:
DHS believes strongly in a "bottom-line". DHS has no interest
in unnecessary delays. If G.E. has alternative proposal which
includes a reasonable final date, it should recommend it.

" 4.3: Agree.

5.1 and 5.2: [DHS is revising its policy to provide for "up-front" funding.



.10:

.14:

.15:

.19:

.23 and
.24:

DHS agrees to a more specific accounting of past and anticipated
oversight costs to be paid, at least in part, in advance. G.E.
would still be afforded full access to specific oversight costs,
which would include details of staffing levels and activities.

The 10% administrative cost is statutorily mandated. See 5.2

.above.

DHS' experience is that it is G.E.'s interest to provide
qualified commmnity relations support. DHS can provide a list
of qualified consultants in this area. ‘

HS is statutorily responsible for enforcing State Superfund
law. The law grants DHS the authority to approve such plans.
G.E. has full due process rights as regards [HS cost recovery
actions and G.E. may challenge actions of DHS which G.E.
believes exceed its authority at the appropriate time.

If DHS acts in an arbitrary and capricious mamner, it will not
recover costs arnd G.E. suffers no damage.

Disagree. In part to ensure potentially responsible parties
that such abuse (we agree that your suggested scenario would be
an abuse) will not occur, the Department will sign the Order
last. The Order would not be effective until after G.E. signs
it, returns it to the Department, and the Department signs it.

The Department and its representatives (who we will identify for
G.E. by name and relationship at the appropriate time), will be
required to camply with G.E.'s health and safety plan, as
approved by the Department per its statutory authority and
responsiblity.

Agree, except that it should not be implied that the
Department's authority is exercised by ‘"request". The
Department will act in a responsible and professional manner and
will make no unreascnable demands with regard to split or
duplicate samples. -

Counsel will comment.

The Order is issued to G.E., not the Department. However, the
Department is otherwise bound not to act in an unreasonable,
arbitrary and capricious manner. If G.E. has a substantive
proposal to present on the subject, it should do so and the
Department wil consider it.
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STATE OF CALIFORNIA ]E?‘

DRAFT 4/29/87
HEALTH AND WELFARE AGENCY ) e f

DEPARTMENT OF HEALTH SERVICES S
<

CONSENT ORDER AN

Health and Safety Code Sections
205, 25355.5 (a) (1) (B), N

25355.5 (a) (1) (C)

In the matter of:
Endura Metals ‘
6900 Stanford Avenue
Los Angeles, CA 90001
A Former General
Electric Facility

I. INTRODUCTION.

l.l."Parties. This Consént'Order is issued by-thé State
Department of Health Services ("DHS") to General Electric Comﬁany
(GE), a corporation incorporated in New York and qualified to do
business in California since October 13, 1892. ‘

1.2 Site. This Consent Order addresses air, soil, surface
watér and ground water contamination at Endura Metals ("site")
previously owned and operated by GE and located at 6900 Stanford

Avenue, Los Angeles, California.

1.3. Jurisdiction. This Consent Order is issued by DHS to

GE pursuant to its authority under California Health and Safety

Code Sections 205, 25355.5 (a) (1) (B) and 25355.5 (a) (1) (C).

GE acknowledges DHS' jurisdiction and waives any right it may have
to a hearing or determination prior to the issuance of this

Consent Order.



1.4. Purpose. In entering into this Consent Order it is the
objective of the parties’to ensure that any release or threatened
release of a hazardous substance or hazardous waste (also referred
to as "contaminants" or “contamination") to the.air, soil, surface
wéter ﬁnd grewmTd—warer ‘at or from the site are thoroughly
investigatéd and appfqpriate remedial actions are taken. |

1.5. ‘Denial of Liability. GE's consent to the issuance of

this Consent Order shall not be construed as an admission of any
liability for the conditions at the site. Nothing in this
paragraph is intended or shall be construed to limit DHS' right to

enforce this Consent Order through appropriate proceedings.

II. FINDINGS OF FACTS

2.1. The site which ié the subject of this Consent 6rder is
located at 6900 Stanford Avenue, Los Angeles, Los Angeles County,
California 90001. A site map is attached as Exhibit A and
incorporated herein by reference.-

2.2. The site was 6ccupied by General Electric Company from
February of 1946 to December of 1971. For over 25 years, GE

operated an apparatus repair service shop at the site.

‘Polychlorinated biphenyl (PCB) filled transformers were processed

and repaired on the site.

2.3. Endura Metals used the site to manufacture stainless

steel kitchen and restaurant cabinets and tables from 1974 until

February of 1986.



2.4. In March of 1983, the Los Angeles County Health
Department was informed that large quantities of PCB transformer
liquids were disposed of at the rear of the subjéct facility from
1946 to 1971 by GE. The County Health Department took soil and
liquid samplés from the site in March, 1983. Laboratory énaiysis
of these samples revealed PCB levels ranging from 13 parts per
million (ppm) to 1290 ppm. GE was directed by the County Health
Department to clean up the site by May of 1583. Sampling results
are attached as Exhibit B and incorporated herein by reference.

2.5. On April 18, 1983, sampling was conducted by the Los
Angeles County Health Department. Laboratory analysis of these
samples revealed a maximum of 1.5 micrograms (ug) per 1od'square
centimeter (cm2) of PCB contamination on surfaces of the cabinets
to be installed in restaurant kitchens.

2.6. Some decontamination of the PCB contaminated aréas was
conducted both on and off the site in 1983 and 1984.

2.7. County Health Department's letter of November 21, 1984
indicated that verification sampling done after decontaminatioﬁ'
activities still showed PCB levels as high as 3300 ppm on the
floor in the center of the two buildings on-site. GE was directed
to further decontaminate the areas where high levels of PCB were
found. |

2.8. - Fﬁrther soil sampling was conducted by Bechtel
National, Inc. (Bechtel), a contractor for GE, in February of
1985. Sample analysis was >conducted by Brown and Caldwell

Anaiytical Laboratories (B&C). Fourteen (14) of fifty-two (52)

" samples tested revealed PCB contamination levels in soil greater
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than 50 ppm. The highest level was 5200 ppm. Laboratory results
and sampling locations are shown and attachéd as Exhibit C and
incorporated herein by reference.

2.9. Between July of 1984 and March of 1985, sampling was
conducted by Med-Tox Associates Corporation (Med-Tox) for Endura
Metals. Sampling results revealed PCB contamination in surface .
wipe samples as high as 4100 ug per wipe, in bulk samples as high
as 15000 ppm, in core samples as high as 4080 épm. Poly-
chlorinated dibenzodioxins (PCDDs) and polychlorinated dibenzo

furans (PCDFs) analyses were performed by Brehm Laboratory.

Sampling results showed 2,3,7,8-tetra chlorinated dibenzodioxin

(TCDD)  was 0.498 parts per billion (ppb) and
2,3,7,8-tetrachlorinated dibenzofuran (TCDF) was 24.3 ppb. Total

PCDD was 281.0 ppb, and total PCDF was 442.5 ppb. Iaboratory'

results are attached as Exhibit D and 'incorporated herein by

reference.

2.10. ©On May 15, 1985, seventeen (17) soil/dust samples were
collected from the site for the purpose of PCB, dioxin and furan
analyseé. The samples were collected, divided three ways. and
distributea to Med-Tox, Bechtel, and the State Department of
Health Services. ‘Brehm Laboratory analyzed the samples for
Med-Tox. Anélytical results showed elevated  levels of
2,3,7,8-TCDF as high as 27.4 ppb in the sanmple collected from the
ceiling of the east building. The highest concentration of
-TCDF found by Laré—bwe_Kjeller of Sweden for Bechtel was

Laboratory results "are attached as Exhibit E and



2.11.- The polychlorinated biphenyls (PCBs) represent a group
of coﬁpounds with a variable number of chlorine atemseattachedito
a biphenyl core. They are fat solubleband are readily absorbed
and transferred across biological membranes, where they accumulate
and persist in fat tissues.rtThey are only slowly metabolized from
fat. The metabolites are excreted in urine. Although many animal
studies ;of PCB toxicity have .been performed, the evidence of
adverse health effects in humans is suggestive in nature. In
human beings, chronic toxicity 1is probably more important than
acute toxicity. Ingestion and direct contact with PCBs have been
associated Qith a number‘»of dermatologic coﬁditions, incluaing
rash, burning sensations, hyperpigmentation, thickening of
fiﬁgernails, and chloracne, a severe and painful form of
persistent acne, whiCh may cause open, running'sores.' Othef acute

effects which may be related to PCB exposure include unusual eye

discharges, swelling of eyelids, and liver dysfunction. Chronic

effects observed in human beings include chloracne, elevated blood
pressure, autonoﬁic ~ nervous system disturbances, liver
dysfunction, reproduetive pathology (including spontaneous
abortion, incomplete' spontaneous abortion, and small size for
gestational aée), and cancer (malignant melanoma and ocular (eye)

melanoma). It is important to note that some of these effects may

be due to other contaminants contained in PCB mixtures, including

chlorinated dioxins and dibenzofurans, or to the joint effects of
exposure to the combination of substanqes in these mixtures. PCBs
are a listed hazardous material (#606) in Section 6680 of Title 22

of the California Administrative Code and are hazardous substances



within the meaning of Health and Safety Code Section 25316. The
United States Environmental Protection Agency reviewed the health

effects of PCBs in a drinking water criteria document in 1985,

'Chapter VI of that document summarizes the health effects. It is

attached as Exhibit F and incorporated herein by referehce. . PCBs
are on the Governor's list of canéer causing agents,.pursuant to
the Safe Drinking Water and Toxic Enforcement Act of 1986.

2.12. Polychlorinated dibenzodioxins (PCDDs or dioxins) and
polychlorinated dibenzofurans (PCDFs o; furans) are tricyclic,
almﬁst planér aromatic compounds that exhibit very similar
physical, chemical and biological properties. The most toxic PCDD

and PCDF isomers are listed in the table below:

Dioxins .Furans

I | I
| I |
| I I
I 2,3,7,8-tetra-CcDD | 2,3,7,8-tetra-CDF |
[ 1,2,3,7,8-penta-CDD ] 1,2,3,7,8-penta-CDF ]
| 1,2,3,6,7,8-hexa-CDD | 2,3,4,7,8-penta-=CDF |
| 1,2,3,7,8,9-hexa-CDD ] 1,2,3,6,7,8-hexa-CDF |
| 1,2,3,4,7,8-hexa-CDD | 1,2,3,7,8,9-hexa-CDF |
] | 1,2,3,4,7,8-hexa-CDF |
| : | 2,3,4,6,7,8-hexa-CDF |
I I _

Animal studies demonstrate that‘2,3,7,8-TCDD (the tetra form) is -
among thé most acutely toxic human-made chemical. The tetra-forms
of PCDD and‘PCDF.are.chemically closely related'and probably haQe
compafable toxicity. In animals, PCDDs and PCDFs have‘ been
demonstrated to produce a variety of reproductive,. dermal,
hepétic, immunologic, and carcinogenic effects and death at very

low exposure levels in the parts per trillion range. Because
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almost ali exposures to dioxins and furans are in circumstances of
mixed exposure to a variety of chemicals, there is not a clear
picture_of the preciée nature of the effects of the pure compounds
y .
in human beings. There is, however, Very suggestive evidence of
human birth defects and soft tissue sarcomas in mixed exposures
that do not appear to be explained by other substances in the
mixtures. -Because dioxins have a powerful effect on the induction
of enzymes, they‘have the potential to affect a variety of orgaﬁ
systemé through synergism or antagonism with natural biologic
processes or with exposures to other chemicals. The Department of
Health Services' informal "action 1level" fqr PCDDs and ﬁCDFs
combined is 1 ppb. The United States Environmental Protection
Agency _revieQed health effects of pblychlorinated
dibenzo-p-dioxins in a health assessment .document in 1985.

Chapter 14 of that. document presents a summary of health effects.

It is attached as Exhibit G and is incorporated herein by

reference.

III. REMEDTAL INVESTIGATION AND FEASIBILITY STUDY

3.1. Workplan Submission. Within 30 calendar days of the

- effective date of this Consent Order, GE shall submit to DHS for

review and approval a .detailed workplan and implementation
schedule which covers all the activities necessary to conduct a
complete remedial investigation and feasibility study of the site
and any areas where there is a release or threatened release Of,

hazardous substances from the site. The workplan and activities



under it shall, at a minimuw, conform to the National Contingency
Plan (40 CFR Part 300), as amended, and the U.S. Environmental
Protection Agency's '"Guidance on Remedial Investigation';under
CERCLA" and "Guidance on Feasibility Studies under CERCLA", both
dated June 1985, as amended, the Departhentﬂs "Site Mitigation
Decision Tree", as well as state laws and regulations.

3.2. Workplan Objectives. The objectives of the workplan

are to:

(a) Determine the nature and full extent of

contamination of soil, surface water and @at

the site and adjacent areas;_‘ _

| (b) Identify all existing and potential migfation

"pathways, including the direction, rate and dispérsion of

contaﬁinant migration; | |

(c) 1Identify and evaluate appropriate remedial measures

to prevent future releases and mitigate any releasés which
have already occurred;

(d) Collect and evaluate the information necessary to

prepare a remedial action plan in accordance with the

requirements of Health and Safety Code Section 25356.1.

3.3. UWorkplan Contents. The workplan shall cover each of
the following elements: remedial investigation, remedial

invéstigation report, feasibility study and feasibility study

~report and shall contain a schedule for implementation of each

element.
3.3.1. The remedial investigation portion of the workplan

shall include at least the following elements:



a. A history of the site including a list of the
hazardous materials used on-site and their estimated volumes
and concentrations, a description of all manufactufing
processes which are or were related to each hazardous
material or produced any hazardous waste, and a site map
delineating each area where hazardous materials and/or
hazardous' wastes wvere disposed of, treated, stored,
transferred, transported, handled or used:

b. A summary of all air, soil, surface water and

.groﬁnd. water assessment work. completed to date, including

data reduction and interpretation of the data;

c. A description of the activities ‘which will be
undertaken to develop a complete profile of on-site and
off-site . air, soil, surface water and ground water
contamination attributable to operations at the site; |

d. Sampling protocols for air, surface water, standing
liquid, ground water, sediment, surface soil and subsurface
soil; |

e. Analytic and quality coﬁtrol protocols for all
sampling and analysis programs including:

(1) adequate sample identification;

(2) sample preservation ﬁechniques;

(3) chain of custody procedures;

(45 use of DHS apprerd analytical methods;

(5) identification of qualified - personi(s)

conducting the sampling; and



(6) identification of a certified laboratory which

'will perform the analyses. |

f. A description of 1locations ‘where sampling will
occur, and a list of chemical analyses to be performed;

g. Engineering specifications for all installations
such as groﬁnd water monitoring wells, and piezometers.

h. A description of provisions'fof gaining access to
and obtaining samples from adjacent properties, where
appropriate; |

i. A descriptiqp of how tﬁe data obtained pursuant to
this Consent Order will be managed and preservéd by Gﬁ in
accordance with paragraph 6.15;

3. A site health and safety plan which covers all
measures including contingency plané which will be taken to
protect ©persons on and bff the site from exposure to
hazardous wastes, substances or materials during activities
uﬁder the workplan. A detailed gquidance is attached as
Exhibit H and incorporated herein by referénce; and

k. A community relations plap (CRP) for informing
local residents and other agencies about activities at the
sité and responding to inquiries from concerned citizens. Aan
outline is attached as Exhibit I and incorporated herein by
reference.

3.3.2. The remedial investigation report portion of the
workplan shall desc;ibe the steps necéessary to submit ﬁhis report

in compliance with paragraph 3.4.

-10- "



3.3.3. The fea51b111ty study portion of the worﬁplan shall
include at least the follow1ng elements:
a}v A summary of the ex1st1ng and potential hazards
for whicﬁ corrective action is required;
b. A description of the alternative remedial actions
which will be evaluated;
c. A list of the technologies which will be screened
for each alternative remedial action described in (b) above;.
,d.‘ A description of‘ the factors ~which will be
considered 1in screening and analyzing each alternative
remedial action technology, including, but not limited to,
effectiveness, reliability, timeliness of implementation,
unit cost, availability, operation and maintenance costs and
conformity with applicable laws and regulations;
e. A list of the criteria for screening and analyzing
the alternative remedial action technologies; and
£. A description of all pilot studies, bench tests or
~other activities which will be performed to evaluate each
alternative remedial action technology.
3.3f4; The feasibility study report portion of the workplan
shall describe the steps necessary to submit this report. in

compliance with paragraph 3.5.

3.4. Remedial Investigation Report. The remedial
investigation report shall be submitted by GE to DHS for review
and approval in accordance with the approved workplan schedule.

The remedial investigation report shall summarize the results of

' the remedial investigation including reduction and interpretation

-11-



of all data and information generated and/or compiled during the

remedial investlgatlon. The remedial 1nvest1gation report shall

cover the folIOW1ng subjects relating to the site:

a. Introduction
1. Overview of Report
2. Site Background Information
3. Nature and Extent of Problem(s)

4. Remedial Investigation Summary
b. Site Features Investigation
1. Demography - |
2. Land Use
~—F——Natural-Resources
4. Climatology
é. Hazardous Substance Investigation
1. Waste Types
_ 2. Waste Component Characteristics and Behavior
d— Hydrogeologic Investigation
TT—Seils
2~ Geology
<[ Ground wWater
e. Surface Water Investigation
1. sﬁrface Water
2. Sediments
3. Flood Potential
4. Drainage

£. Air Investigation

-]l2-
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1. Flora
f4zT———i%HuuL_

v ench and Pilot Tests

i. Public Health and Environmental Concerns
1. Potential Receptors
2. Public Health Impacts

3. Environmental Impacts

L T

3.5. Feasibility Study Report. The feasibility study report

shall belsubmitted to DHS for review and approval in accordance
with the approved workplan schedﬁle. The feasibility study report
shall summarize the results of the feasibility study including
reduction and interpretation of all data and information generated
and/or compiled during the feasibility study. The feasibility
study shall cover the following subjects relating to the site.
a. Description of Cgrren§ Situation
1. Site Background Information
2. Nafure and Extent of Release
3. Objective of Remgdial Action(s)
b. Screening of Remedial Action Technologies
1. Technical Criteria |
2. Remedial Action Alternatives Developed
3. Environmental and Public Health Criteria

4. Other Screening Criteria

-13-



5. Cost Criteria

c. Analysis of Remedial Action Alternatives

1. Technical Feasibility
2. Environmental Evaluation
3. Institutional Requirements
4. Public Health Evaluation
5. Cost Analysis
d; Recommended Remedial Action

3.6. Workplan Implementation. GE shall implement the

workplan as approved by DHS in accordance with the approved

schedule.

IV. REMEDIAL ACTION PILAN

4.1. Draft Remedial Action Plan. Within 30 calendar days of
DHS approval of the feasibility study report GE shall prepare and
submit to DHS for review and approval a draft remedial action plan
(RAP). The RAP shall set forth in detail appropriate steps to
remedy air, soil, surface water and ground water contamination at
the site and adjacent areas. The RAP shall be prepared in
accordance with the standards. and requirements set forth in
California Health ahd Safety Code Section 25356.1. In addition,
the RAP shall contain a schedule for impleﬁentation of all removal
ahd remedial actions proposed to be taken. I

4.2, Iﬂ&lm_—ﬁmg;“—___mmﬂ- Within
.60 days after DHS approval of the final RAP, in accordance with

California Health and Safety Code Section 25356.1, GE shall submit
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to DHS a detailed RAP workplan containing technical and
operational plans and engineering designs for implementation of
the app:o?éd 'remedial or removal action alternative(s), and a
schedule for implementing the construction phase. The workplan
shall also describe the nature and design of the construction or
equipment to be employed, a site specific hazardous waste
transportation' plan (if necessary), the identity of any
contractors, transporters and other persons conducting the removal
or remedial activities for GE, pbst remedial sampling and
monitoring procedures for air, soil, surface water and ground
water and shall cover all of the subjects described in paragraph
3.3.1 subdivisions (d), (e), (£f), (ﬁij\?a), (i), (3) and (k) as
they pertain to the removal and remedial activities. The schedule
submitted‘ with "the workplan shall provide that all approved
removal or -remedial actions excluding pperation and maintenance
shall be completed by.July, 1989.

4.2.1. Upon DHS approval of the ' RAP workplan and schedule,
GE shall implement‘the.finél RAP as approved in accordance with
the approved RAP workplan and schedule.

4.2.2, GE shail be responsible for all operation and
maintenance requirements in accordance with the final RAP and RAP
workplan.

4.2.3.- During the implementétion of the final RAP and RAP
workplan DHS may specify such additions, modifications and
revisions to the RAP workplan as it deems appropriate to implement

the RAP.
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4.2.4. Any remedial technology employed in implementation of
the final RAP shall be left in place and operated by GE until and
except td the extent that DHS determines and states in writing
that GE may discontinue or modify some or all of such remedial
technology beéause GE has met the criteria’specified in the final
RAP for discontinuance of " such technology or because such

modifications would better achieve the goals of the final RAP.

4.3. Letter of Credit. GE agrees-to pay all costs required
to characterize and remedy all air, soil, :suffaeeé—watgr and
groundwater—contamination at the site and adjacent areas as set
forth in the approved remedial investigation/feasibility étudy
Workplan, the final RAP and the RAP workplan.- To insure such
performance Gﬁ shall obtain a letter of credit in favor of DHS
within 20 calendar days of the effective date of this Consent
Order. The performance bond shall be in the amount of $500,000.

4.3.1. GE expréssly recognizes that the actual costs of
performing the remedial investigation/feasibility study workplan,
the final RAP, the RAP workplan and the other activities described
herein, may exceed the amount of the letter of credit described in
paragfaph 4.3 and expressly agrees that its obligations under this
Consent Order are not limitéd in.any way by the amount of that
credit. Nothing in this paragraph or in paragraph 4.3 is intended
to limit any rights CE may have to recover any of its costé from

other entities.
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V. PAYMENTS TO_DHS

5.1; bHS Direct Costs. GE shall reimburse DHS for all

direct costs, including staff time, for review of activities by GE
under this»Consent Order and for any direct costs incurrea'by DHS
prior to the issuance of this Consent Ordér and‘és a reéult of the
release or threatened release of hazardous substanbes or hazardous
wastes at the Site.. GE shall reimburse DHS for such costs within
30 calendar days frdm receipt of an invoice from DHS.

5.2. DHS Contractor Costs. GE shall also reimburse DHS for

ali DHS' costé for contractor review of activities by GE under
this Consent Order."GE shali’reimbufse DHS for such costs within
30 calendar days from receipt of an invoice from DHS.

5.3. DHS Administrative Costs. GE shall pay ¢to DHS aﬂ
additional amount, equal to ten percent (10%) ‘of the costs

described in paragraphs 5.1 and 5.2 as reimbursement for DHS'

general administrative costs. This amount shall be calculated by

GE'and-paid at thé times specified in paragraphs 5.1 and 5.2 for

payment of direct and contractor costs, without the necessity of a

'separate invoice from DHS.

VI. OTHER_PROVISIONS

6.1. Project Coordinator. Within five (5) calendar days of

the effective date of this Consent Order, GE shall submit to DHS

in writing the name and address of a project coordinator whose

o=17-



responsibilities will be to receive all notices, comments,

approvals and other communications from DHS to GE.

6.2. Project Engineer/Geologist. The work performea
pursuant to this Consent Order shall be under the direction and.
supervision of a qualified professionai engineer or a certified
geoiogist with expertise in hazardous waste site cleanup. The
name and address of the project engineer‘or geoiogist chosen by GE
shall be submitted to DHS within eight (8) calendar days of the

effective date of this Consent Order.

6.3. Communication Specialist. The community relations plan
in the workplan developed pursuant to this Consent Order shall be
under the direction and supervision of a qualified communication
speciélist with experience in hazardous wasﬁe site cleanup. The
name and address of the communication specialist chosen by GE
shall be submitted to DHS within eight (8) calendar days of the
effective date of this Consent Order.'

6.4. Monthly Summafz Reports. Within thirty (36) calendar
days of the effective date of this Consent Order and monthly
thereafter, GE .shall submit ‘@ monthly summary report of its
activities under the provisions of this Consent Order. The report
shall describe: 1) specific acﬁions taken by or on behalf of GE
during the previous 'calendar' month, 2) actions expected to be
undertaken durihg the current calendar month, and 3) all results
of sample analyses, tests and other data generated or réceived by
GE, and 4) expenditures to date by GE under this Consent Order.
The mdnthly summary réport.shall be received by DHS by the 15th

day of each month.
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6.5. Incorporation of Documents. All plans, schedules,

reports, specifications, and other documents required or submitted
by GE pu;éugnt to this Consent Ordef'are,‘upon written approval by
DHS, incorporated in this Consent Order and shall be implemented
by GE as approved. Any noncompliance with such documehts shall be
a noncompliance with this Consent Order.

6.6. Exhibits. All Exhibits attached hereto are
incorporated herein by this reference.

6.7. Submittals and Approvals. aAll _submittals and

notifications from GE required by this Consent Order shall be sent

simultaneously to:

Mr. Angelo Bellomo, Chief
Southern California Section

Toxic Substances Control Division
107 S. Broadway, Room 7011

Los Angeles, CA 90012

Dr. Robert P. Ghirelli

Executive Officer

California Regional Water Quality
Control Board

Los Angeles Region

107 S. Broadway Room 4027

Los Angeles, CA 90012

Mr. Al Hearne

County of Los Angeles

Department of Health Services

313 N. Figueroa Street

Los Angeles, CA 90012

All approvals and decisions of DHS made regarding such

submittals and notifications shall be cohmunicated to GE in
writing by the Section Chief or his designee. No informal advice,

guidance, SUQgestions or comments by DHS regarding reports, plans,

specifications, schedules or any other writing prepared or
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submitted by or for GE shall be construed to relieve GE of its

obligation to obtain such formal approvals as may be required

herein.

6.8. DHS Review and Approval. If after review of any
report, plan, schedule, remedial action plan or other document
which GE submits for DHS approval pursuant to this Consent Order,

DHS determines that the document is not satisfactory and cannot be

" approved, DHS méy take the following actions:

- Make modifications to the submitted document‘ as
deemed neéessary by DHS to protect public health and safety
or the environment, and approve the aocument as modified;
and/or

b. Return the submitted do;ument to GE with recommend-
ed changes. Within a time périod specified by DHS, GE shall
submit a revised document incorporating the recommended
changes to DHS for approval. All such approvals by DHS shall
bé in writing.

6.9. Modifications. GE may by written request seek

modification, termination or revision of this Consent Order or any

portion of this'Consent Order or any program or plan submitted
pursuant to this Conseﬁt order at any time. This Consent Order
and any applicable program, plan, or schedule may be modified,
terminated or revised by mutual written agreement of the parties
at any time; In addition, . DHS reserves the right to take
additional enforcement action including issuing new or additional

Orders as provided by law. Any modification to this Consent Order
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shall be effective upon issuance and deemed incorporated in this

Consent Order.

- 6.10. Time Periods. Unless otherwise specified, time

periods begin from the effective date of this Consent Order and
"days" means calendar days.- The effective date of this Consent
Order is the date of signature by DHS. |

6.11. Extension Reguests. If, for any reason, GE is unable

to perform any activity or submit any document within the time
required under this Consent Order, GE may request, in writing an
extension of the time specified. The extension request shall

include a justification for the delay. All such requests shall be

in advance of the date on which the activity or document is due.

6.12. Extension Approvals. If DHS is convinced that good
cause exists for an extension as set forth in paragraph 6.11, it
will grant the request and specify in writing_a new schedule. GE
éhall coﬁply with the new schedule.

6.13. Endanqgrment During Implementation. In the event that

the Section Chief of the Southern California Section 6f the Toxic
Substances Control Division of the Department (or his equivalent
in any successor agenéy) determines that any activities or
circumstances are creating an imminent or substantial endangerment
to the health and welfare of people on the site or in the
surrounding area or to the envirohment, the Section Chief (or.
equiValent) may-drder GE to stop further implementation of this
Consent Order for such périod of time as needed to abate the

endangerment. Any deadline contained in this Consent Order which
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is directly affected by a Stop Work Order under this section shall
be extendeq for the term of such Stop Work order.

6:14. Site Access. DHS and/or its authorized represen-

tatives shall have tbe.authority to enter and move freely about
all property ét thé site at all reasonable times for the purposes
of, inter alia: inspecting records, operations logs, sampling and
ahalytic data, and contracts related to this Consent Order;
reviewinq the pfogress of GE in4carrying out the'terms of this
Consent Order} conducting such tests a$ DHS may deem necessary;
and verifying the data submitted to DHS by GE. Nothing in this
paragraph is intended or shall bevconstrued to limit in any way
the right of entry or inspection that DHS or any other agency may
o£herwise have undgr law.

6.15. Samgling, Data and Document Availability. GE shall
permit DHS and/or its authorized representatives to inspect and
copy all sampling, testing, monitoring or other daﬁa generated by
GE or on GE's behalf in any way pertaining to work undertaken
bursuant to this ConsénthOrder. GE shall éllow duplicate samples

- . /\——’/"
to be téken by DHS and/or its authorized representéiixgi, of any

samples collected by GE pursuant to this Consent Order. GE shall
maintain a central depository of the data, reports, and other
documents. prepared bursuant to this Consent Order. All data,
reports and other documents shall be preserved by GE forra minimum
of six years after the conclusion 6f all acfivities under this
Consent Order. If DHS requeéts that some or all of these
documents. be preserved for a longer period of time, GE shall

either comply with that request or deliver the documents to DHS or
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permit DHS to copy the documents prior to destruction. GE shall

notify DHS in writing at least six months prior to destroying any

- documents prepared pursuant to this Consent Order.

6.16. Noncompliance. In the event DHS beiieves that GE is

not in compliance with this  Consent Order, or with any repofts,
plans, specifications, schedules or other documents incorporated
as parﬁ of this Consent Order pursuant to paragraph 6.5., DHS may
provide GE notice in writing of such noncompliancé. If GE doés
not remedy such noncompliance to the satisfaction of DHS within
the time petriod specified by DHS in the notice, DHS may
immediately proceed to spend state funds for removal or remédial
action at the site. DHS may also seek penalties for noncompliance
as provided in:paragraph 6.17. and cost recovery for state funds
expended as provided in paragraph 6.18. If GE remedies such
noncompliance to the satisfaction of DHS and within ﬁhe time
period épecifiéd by DHS,. GE shall not be deemed to be in

noncompliance with this Consent Order.

6.17. Penalfies for Noncompliance. Failure to complybwith'
the provisions of this Consent Order, or with anyffeports, plans,
specifications, schedules or otﬁer documents incorporated as part
of this Consent Order pursuant to paragraph 6.5., may subject GE
to civilvpenaities and/or punitive damages as provided by the
California Health.and Safety Code and other applicable provisions'
of law, in. addition to cost recovery as specifigd in paragraph
6.18.

6.18. Cost Recovery. Failure or refusal of GE to comply

with this Consent Order may make GE liable for any government
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costs incurred, including those payable from the Hazardous
Substance Account or the Hazardous Substance Cleanup Fund for any

remedial acfiqn at the site, as provided in Section 25360 of the

- Health and Safety Code and other applicable provisions of law.

These costs include DHS' direct costs and DHS' administrative
overhead costs in an amount egqual to lo‘perceﬁt of the reasonable
cost actually incurred, or five hundred dollars ($500), whichever
is greater.

6.19. Additional Enforcement Actions. By issuance of this

“Consent Order, DHS does not waive any further enforcement actions.

6.20. Compliance with Applicable laws. GE shall carronut

this Consent Order in compliance with all applicable local, State,
and Federal requirements, including, but not 1limited to,
requirements to obtain permits and to assure worker safety.

6.21. Government Liabilities. The State of California shall

not be liable for any injuries or damages to persons or property
resuiting from acts or omissions by GE, its officers, directors,v
employees, agents, receivefs, trustees, successors, or‘ of any
persons, including but not 1limited to, firmé, corporations,
subéidiaries,' contractoré; or‘ consultants in carrying out‘
activities pursuant to this Consent Order, nor shall the State of
California be hela as pafty to any contract entered into by GE or
its agents in carrying out activities pursuant to this Consent

O;der.

" 6.22. Reservation of Rights. Nothing in this Consent Order
is‘intended or shall be construed to limit the rights of any of
the parties hereto with respect to claims arising out of or

t
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relating to the deposit or disposal at any other location of
substances removed from the facilit&. Nothing in this Consent
Order is integded'or shall be construed to limit or preclude DHS
from taking any other action authorized by law to protect’the
public health and welfare or the envirbnment and recovering the

costs thereof.

6.23. Severability. The requirements of this Consent Order

are severable, and GE shall comply with each and every provision

hereof notwithstanding the effectiveness of any other provision.

6.24. Parties Bound. This Consent Order applies to and is

binding upon GE, its directors, offiocers, agents, eﬁploYees,
contractors, and their successors and assigns énd upon DHS and any
successor agency Wwith résponsibili;y for administering the
provisions of Chapter 6.8 of Division 20 of thé‘Health and Safety
Code.

6.25.. Representative Authority. Each undersigned

représentative of the parties to this Consent Order certifies that
he or she is fully authorized to enter "into the terms and
conditions of this Consent Order and to execute and to legally

bind such party to this document.
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It is so ordered this day of , 1987.

Angelo Bellomo, Chief

Southern California Section

Toxic Substances Control Division
Department of Health Services

I acknowledge receipt of the foregoing Consent Order and

consent to its terms and conditions.

General Electric Company (Date)
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COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES «DEPARTMENT OF HEALTH SERVICES @

313 NORTH FIGUEROA STREET e LOS ANGELES, CALUFORNIA 90012

PUBLIC HEALTH PROGRAMS

OUGLAS R. STEELE . ’ Reply refer to:

eputy Dicector 2615 South Grand Avenue, Room 607
LARTIN D. FINN. MO, MPH v PR 7
. .MO, MPH 21374 3223

edicai Director .

April &, 1983

Mr. Dick Papp

Apparatus Service Shop
3601 E. La Palma Avenue
Anaheim, California 92808

Dear Sir:

POLYCHLORINATED BIPHENOL (PCB) CONTAMINATION OF A FORMER GENERAL
ELECTRIC COMPANY FACILITY, 6900 STANFORD AVENUE, LOS ANGELES

On March 8, 1983, a representative of this office inspected the
above subject facility in response to information brought to our
attention that large quantities of PCB transformer liquid were
disposed of at the rear of this facility from 1946 to 1971. On
this date and on subsequent inspections of the affected area on
March 15 and March 17, 1983, soil and liquid samples were taken
at and around a steam cleaning sump opposite the back door to the
building. Laboratory analysis of these samples revealed PCB levels
ranging from 13 parts per million (ppm) to 1,290 ppm.

The State Department of Health Services defines contaminated
materials containing PCB's at a concentration of 50 ppm or greater
as a hazardous waste. The improper disposal and improper storage

or abandoaomeat of a hazardous waste is a violation of the California
Hazardous Waste Control Law. : -

1. . You are hereby directed to remove and 1égally dispose
of all materials contaminated with PCB's at the above -
subject site by May 10, 1983.

2. Provide this office, for departmental approval, by
April 20, 1983, a plan for decontamination of the
above subject site which includes the following items:



.

Mr. Dick Papp
April 4, 1983

" Page 2

a)

b)

c)

d)

e)

The date that sampling and clean-up activities will
begin at the site;

The names and addresses of companies contracted to -
analyze, decontaminate and transport wastes from the
above subject site;

The methods to be used to decontaminate the affected
area; :

The location of the disposal site;

The date, after clean-up is complete, that Sampling
will take place to verify decontamination of the site.

3. Profice this office by May 20, 1983, a report from a
State certified laboratory indicating the decontamination
of the site to legal limits and completed copies of all
hazardous waste manifests used during the transport and
disposal of the contaminated materials.

1£ youAhave any questions regarding this notice, please contact
Larry Bishop of this office at (213) 744-3223.

" Yours truly,

R DSt

R. L. Dennerline, Chief
Occupational Health

RID:1LB:s
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EXHIBIT C



. S

BROWN AND CALDWELL @

ANALYTICAL LABORATORIES

LOG NO: PES-{2-252
Received: 21 FER 85
Reported: 15 MAR €S

Bechtel National, Inc. Purchase Order: FINBS-25
Fifty Beale Street, P.0O. Box 3965 . , '
San Francisco, CA 94119 i

ATTN: Kenneth E. Barr - Project: ENDURA METALS

REPORT OF ANALYTICAL RESULTS

0G NO SAMPLE DESCRIPTION, SOIL SAMPLES _ - DATE SAMPLED

$2-283-1 A-1 21 FEB 85
2-253-2 A-2 , : ‘ 21 FEE 85
2-253-3 A-3 , - : : : 21 FEB 85
2-253-4 B-1 ' 21 FEB 85
"-253-5 B-2 21 FEB 85
253-6 E-3 21 FEE €S
ARAMETER: 02-253-1 02-253-2 02-253-2 02-253-4 02-252-S%  02-253-6

. 'slychlorinated Biphenyls :
Date Extracted : 03/03/85 03/03/85 03/03/85 03/03/85 03703/85 03/02/85
Date Analyzed 3 03/04/85 037/04/85 03/04/85 - 03/04/85 03/04/85 03/04/8%5
l Aroclor 1016, mg/kg , €0.5 0.5 0.5 : 5 <0.5 €C.5S
Aroclor 1221, mg/kg <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <5 <0.% <0.5
Aroclor 1232, mg/kg <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <5 0.5 - <€0.5
l Aroclor 1242, mg/kg ) . <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <5 - €0.5 <0.9
® Aroclor 1248, mg/kg - 0.8 - . <0.5 0.5 <5 0.5 €0.5
Arcclor 1254, mg/kg ‘ <0.5 €0.5 0.5 <5 0.5 0.5
l Aroclor 1260, mg/kg ' 0.6 0.5 0.5 16 2.5 <0.5
. Aroclor 1262, mg/kg . - <0.5 €0.5 0.5 <5 0.5 €0.5
- Total PCE's, mg/kg 0.6 <0.5 <0.5 16 2.5 0.5

ITISOUTH FAIR ODAKS AVENUE PASADENA CA 91105 (818) 795-7553 (2131 681-4655
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. Polychlorinated Eiphenyls

Date Extracted
. Date Analyzed

l Aroclor 1016, mg/kj3
Aroclor 1221, mg/kg
Aroclor 1232, mg/kg

I Aroclor 1242, mg/kg
Aroclor 1248, mg/kg
:roclor 1254, mg/kg
Aroclor 1260, mg/kg
Aroclor 1262, mg/kg
Total PCE's, mg/kg

Bechtel National, Inc.
Fifty Beale Street, P.0O. Box 3965
San Francisco, CA 94119

ATTN: Kenneth E. Barr

REPORT OF ANALYTICAL RESULTS

03/03/85
03/04/85
<0.5

SAVMFLE DESCRIPTION, SOIL SAMPLES

03/03/8¢%
03/04/85
<0.5

02/03/8¢
037/04/85
0.5
0.5
<0.5
0.5

LOG NO:

PEsS-02-2¢2

Received: 21 FEE &%
Reported: 15 MAR 85

Purchase Order: FINéS—ZS

Project: ENDURA METALS

€2-253-10

03/0
0370

3/85
4/85
<0.5
0.5
0.5

DATE SAMPLED

21 FEB S
21 FEE 85
21 FEB €5
21 FEB €5
21 FEB 85
21 FEE 85
02-253-11 02-253-12
03/03/85  03/03/8%
03/04/85 03/04/85
<10 . (10
<10 <10
<10 10
10 ¢
<10 10
<10 10

52 310
<10 <10

52 310

.- e - ) -

373 SOUTH FAIR OAKS AVENUE PASADENA CA 91105 (818) 795-7653 (213) 681-4655
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Bechtel Nationai, Inc.
Fifty Beale Street,
San Francisco, CA 94119

ATTN: Fenneth E. Barr

P.0. Box 3965

REPORT CF ANALYTICAL RESULTS

DESCRIPTION, SOIL SAMPLES

Purchase Order:

LOG NZ:

Received:
Repcrted:

pP85-02-2%52

21 FLE BS
15 MAR 85

FINB5-25

Project: ENDURA METALS

fDATE SRMPLIT

e e o e o o 7 = > A = ———————————_—— ——_———_— - — M Ml S~ mse CSeseEmS——eoCSeCo— e e. -

(

LOG NO /SAMPLE
02-253-13 D-3
02-252-14 D-4
02-253-15 E-1
02-253-15 E-2
p-253-17 E-3

. -253-18 E-4
PAREMET
Pclychlorinated

Date Extracted
Date Analyzed

Aroclor 1016,
Aroclor 1221,
Aroclor 1232,
Aroclor 1242,

mg/kg
mg/kg
mg/kg
mg/kg

Aroclor 1248, mg/kg

Aroclor 1254,
Aroclor 1260,
Aroclor 1262,

mg/kg
ng/kg
ng/kg

Totsl PCB's, mg/kg

Biphenylis

03/03/85
03/04/85
0.5
<0.5
<0.5

03/03/85
03/04/85

<C.
(0.
<0.
0.
0.
<0.

1.
<0.

[ T, Mo NNV, NNV RV R,

03/05/85

" 03/06/8S

<10
10
10
<10
(10
10
110
<10
110

03.05.85"

03.06.85

2

2
2
<2
2
2
13
2

13

03/05/85
03/06/85
<
<5
S
5
(S
¢S
32
(5

-

g

03/05/85
03/06/€5
2
(2
2
2
2
2
12

2

12

373 SOUTH FAIR OAKS AVENUE PASADENA. CA 91105 (818) 7957553 (213) 681.4655



LOC NO: P85-22-2:22

Received: 21 FER gg

- Repcrted: 15 MAR 85

Bechtel National, Inc. Purchase Order: FINBS-2¢

Fifty Beale Street, F.0Q. Box 3965
San Francisco, CA 94119

ATTN: Kenneth E. Barr ' ' Project: ENDURA METALS

REPORT OF ANALYTICAL RESULTS

LOG NO SAMPLE DESCFIPTION, SOIL SAMPLES DATE SAMPLED

12-253-19  F-1
)2-253-20 F-2
)2-253-21- F-3
22-253-22 G-1
2°-253-23  G-2
253-24 G-3

olychlorinated Blphen)¢s

Date Extracted
Date Analyzed
Aroclor 10l€, mg/kg
Aroclor 1221, mg/kg
Aroclor 1232, mg/kg

Aroclor 1242, mg/kg
Aroclor 1248, mg/kg-

Aroclor 1254, mg/kg
Aroclor 1260, mg/kg
Aroclor 1262, mg/kg
Total PCB's, mg/kg

03/05/85  03/05/85 03/06/85 03/06/85 03/06/85 03/06/€5
03/06/85 03/06/8S (3/07/85 03/07/85 03/07/85 - (©3/07/85

<30 (2 <l <100 <10 1
<30 <2 <1 <100 <10 <1
<30 <2 1 <100 ' <10 <1
<30 2 Q1 <100 <10 (1
<30 2 <1 <100 <10 1
(30 2 Q <100 <10 1
290 2C 7.5 1100 120 10
<30 . 2 1l <100 (10 - <1
290 20 7.5 ) 1100 120 "10

373 SOUTH FAIR DAKS AVENUE  PASADENA CA 91105 (8181 7957553 (213) 681.4655



P.0. Box 3965

REEPORT OF ANALYTICAL RESULTS

Purchase Order:

L0C NO:

Received: 21 FEB 85
keported: 15 MAX 85

FIN&5-25

Project: ENDUFA METALS

2-253-25 02-253-2¢ 02-293-27

02-253-28 02-253-29

0306785

03/07/8S

V4
Bechtel National, Inc.
Fifty Beale Street,
San Francisce, CA 94119
ATTN: Keaneth E. Barr
LOG NO SAMPLE DESCRIPTION, SOIL SAMPLES
J2-253-25 H-1-
J2-253-2¢  H-2
J32-253-27 H-3
32-253-28 I-1
7T-252-29  I-2
w--253-30 2-1
PARAMETER
Polychlorlnaued Biphenyls :
Date Extracted 03/06/85
Date Analyzed - 03/07/85
Aroclor 1016, mg/kg <10 |
Aroclor 1221, mg/kg <10
Arcclor 1232, mg/kg <10
Aroclor 1242, mg/kg 10
Aroclor 1248, mg/kg <10
Arcclor 1254, mg/kg <10
Aroclor 1200, mg/kg 810
Aroclor 1262, mg/kg <10
Total PCB’'s, mg/kg 820

<5
5
<5
<5
<5
<5
38
<5
38

03/06/85
03/12/8¢
¢S
<8
<5
29

03706/85
03712/85

(S
5
5
43

m"f‘ * SA-VD' L

21 FEE g¢

21 FE= g8

21 FEZ 85

21 FEB B85S

21 FEB &5

21 F=B 85

02-253-30

03/06/85 03/06/85
03/07/85 03/12/8€5
<10 ¢S

<10 (g

<10 (5

21 S

<10 5

<10 "¢ 8

27 28

<10 S

48 29

- - ——— . - ——— - = o — o v -~ AR S M m e P M e m e e e e — = = e e ——— — —————
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LOC NC: P85-02-253

[~
Reported: 15 MAR B85

Bechtel National, Inc. _ Purchase Order: FIN85-25
Fifty Beale Street, P.C. Box 3965
San Francisco, CA 9411¢

ATTN: Kenneth E. Barr Project: ENDURA METALS

l - o Received: 21 FEE €
. g

REPORT OF ANALYTICAL RESULTS

l LOG NC SAMPLE DESCRIPTION, SOIL SAMPLES ' DATE SAMPLIT
22-253-31 K-1 21 FEB 8¢
l* )2-252-32  L-1 21 FEB o<
J2-253-33  L-2 21 FEB 8¢
12-253-34 M-1 21 FEB 8¢
37-253-35  M-2 21 FEB B85
l - -2%3-36 N-1 21 FES 85
PARARMETE 02-2532-31 02-253-32 02-253-32 02-253-34 02-253-35 (02-253-3¢

l “olychlcrinated Eiphenyls ‘
~ Date Extracted ~03/06/85 03/06/85 03/06/85 03/06/85 03/06/85 03/06/8¢
Date Analyzed 037/13/85 03/13/€% 02s13/85  03/13/85 ° 03713785 03/12/8¢
' Arc:clor 10l€, mg/kg <1 (50 a 10 <1 19
Aroclor 1221, mg/kg . 1 (50 1 Q0 1 10
Aroclor 1232, mg/kg Qa <50 <1 <10 1 <19
. Aroclor 1242, mg/kg : 2.9 2300 6.5 47 1 43
Arcclor 1248, mg/kg ' 1 <50 9! <10 <1 . <10
Aroclor 1254, mg/kg 1 (50 <1 o - 1 10
Aroclor 1260, mg/kg: 4.6 150 14 63 3.3 320
' Aroclor 1262, mg/kg 1 <50 a Qo0 Q 1C
‘Total PCB's, mg/kg 7.5 2500 1 o110 0 3.3 368

J

37 SOUTH FAIR OAKS AVENUE PASADENA CA 91105 (8168) 7957950 (21)) 681-465%
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LOC NO:  PES-02-2¢2
keported: 15 MAR 85

Bechtel National, Inc. Purchase Order: FIN8S-2¢-
Fifty Beale Street, P.O. Bcx 3965 o
San Francisco, CA 94119

ATTN: Kenneth E. Barr - Project: ENDURA METALS

. | - _ Received: 21 FE® g5

REPORT OF ANALYTICAL RESULTS

LOG ND SA¥PLE DESTRIPTION, SOIL SAMPLES ' ' ‘ DATE SAMPLFD

. 02-253-37 N-Z 21 FEE 8%
I- 02-252-32 0-1 21 FEB 8¢
02-253-33 0-2 21 FTE 85
02-253-40 0O-3 21 FEB 8¢
n2-283-41 P-1 21 FER €5

l -253-42 P-2 21 FEE 85
PARAMETER 02-253-37 05-753-38 02-253-39 02-253-40 02-253-41 '02-253742

Polychlcrinated Eiphenyls

Date Extracted 02/06/85 03/06/85 02/06/85 03/08/85 03/08/85 03/08/85

Date Analyzed ' : 037/12/85 03/12/85 03/12/85 03/11/85 02/11/85  03/11/8%
-~ Aroclcr 10l€, mg/kg ‘ - <10 <0.5 0.5 0.5 €0.5 <0.%
- Aroclor 1221, mg/kg : <10 - 0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.¢
Aroclor 1232, mg/kg <10 0.5 0.5~ - .¢0.5 <0.5 <0.%
Aroclor 1242, mg/kg 80 - 0.5 0.5 0.5 . <0.S 0.5
Aroclor 1248, mg/kg : <10 <0.5 <0.5 0.5 <0.5 <0.¢
Arcclor 1254, mg/kg . . <10 <0.5 €0.5 0.5 €0.5 0.%
Aroclor 1260, mg/kg S 250 9.2 3.8 5.7 3.0 1.6
Aroclor 1262, mg/kg 4 - <10 <0.5 €0.5 <10 0.5 <0.S
Total PCB's, mg/kg ' 330 9.2 3.8 5.7 3.0 1.6

- ——— - ———— - ——— b W - - = e T G mm mm e D AR ER M A R R PR R G e e e e = - m M A e = - v - = ———— - ————
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LOG NZ: PB5-02-2¢2
Reported: 15 MAR 85

Bechtel National, Inc. : Purchase Order: FIN8S-2%
Fifty Beale Street, P.0O. Box 3965 : ‘
San Francisco, CA 94119

ATTN: Kenneth E. Barr ‘ Prcject: ENDURA METALS

I " Received: 21 FE® gc

REPORT OF ANALYTICAL RESULTS

VAR N NV, NV, N, NV N,

l "0G NO SAMPLE DESCRIPTION, SOIL SAMPLES ' DATE SaMe o
}2-253-42 P-3 21 FE® gs
12-253-44 Q-1 21 FEB 8¢
l: )2-253-45 Q-2 . 21 FEE 8%
)12-253-46 R-1 _ 21 FEB 85
12-253-47 R-2 21 FEE 85
. 253-48 S-1 21 FEE 85
'ARAMETER 02- 25? 43 02-252-44 02-253-45 02-253-46 02-253-47 02-253-48
. ‘olychlorinated Biphenyls
Date Extracted 03/08/85 03/08/85 03/08/85 03/08/85 03/0€/85 03/0e/2%5
Date Analyzed 03711/85 03/11/8S 03/11/85 03/11/85 03711785 03r11/8%
Aroclor 101€¢, m5/kg <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 0.5 0.5 0.
' Aroclor 1221, mg/kg » . <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 - 0.5 0.
Aroclor 1232, mg/kg - 0.5 0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 0.
Aroclor 1242, mg/ks <0.5 <0.5 .€0.5 0.9 <0.95 0.
. Aroclor 1248, mg/kg €0.5 <0.5 0.5 0.5 0.5 0.

. Aroclor 1254, mg/kg <0.5 0.5 €0.5 - 0.5 <0.5 <0.
Aroclor 1260, mg/kg 3.9 2.3 - 3.5 <0.5 4.2 1
Aroclor 1262, mg/kg 0.5 <0.5 0.5 - ¢0.5 <0.5 <0.

' Total PCB‘'s, mg/kg 3.9 2.3 3.5 0.5 4.2 11
|

373 SOUTH FAIR OAKS AVE NUE PASADE~A CA 91105 (818) 795-7553 (21]) 681-4655
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Bechtel National, Inc.
Fifty Beale Street, P.0. Box 3965
San Francisco, CA 94119

TTN: Kenneth E. Barr

REPORT OF ANALYTICAL RESULTS

SAMPLE DESCRIPTION, SOIL SAMFLES

LOG NO:  Pes-02-
Received: 21 FEB 85
Reported: 15 MAR 85

Purchase Order: FINSS-2¢

Project: ENDURA METALS

DATE SAMPLED

2-253-49 S-2

2-253-50 S§-3
l- 2-282-51 T-1

2-252-52  ROCF

Jlychlorinated Eiphenyls

Date Extracted
l Jate Analyzed
Arccler 1016,

Aroclor 1221,
. Lroclor 1232
Aroclor 1242

Aroclor 124E,
Aroclor 1254,
Aroclor 12¢0,

Aroclor 1262,

mg/Kkg
mg/kg
, DG/Kkg
mg/kg
mg/kg
mng/kg

ng/kg .

mg/kg

Total PCB s, mg/kg

T e e e e e e e T LGN e T o (P oh = o o = e e v = = o 0 = D - m W - ———— . ————— = = — — o = = =

03/08/85
03711/85
0.5
<0.5

03/06/85  03/08/85  03/08/85
03s/12/85 03/11/85 03/11/85

<100 <10 0.5
<100 <10 Q.S
<100 - <10 0.5
1850 4.4 <0.5
<100 (10 0.5
<100 <10 0.5
3200 22 5.0
<100 . <10 0.5
2200 26 5.0

I7ISOUTH FAIR OAKS AVENUE PASADENA. CA 91105 (818) 795-7553 (211) 681.4855
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' SAMPLE

Al
A2
A-3
B
B2
B3
c1
c2
c3
ca

‘D1
D2
D3
D4

El
E2
E3
BA
Fl
F2
P3
Gl
G2
G3
H1
H2
H3
11
I2
J1

SUMMARY OF ANALYSIS RESULTS

1260%

16
2.5

310

1.8
110
13
32
12
290
20

1100
120
10
810
a8
28
120
217
29

*xFor locations See Figure 3

0622g

TABLE 3

AROCLOR
1242%x

10
29

A3
21

14

TOTAL PCB

310

110
13
32
12

290
20

1100

- 120

10
820
K}
57
160
48
29

 %Por locations of samples containing Aroclor 1260 only see Figure 4
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SAMPLE #

K1
L1
L2
M1
M2
N1
N2
o1l
02
03
Pl
P2
P3
Q1
- Q2
Rl
R2
sl
S2
S3Ikkx
Tl
‘Roof

*For locations of samples containing Aroclor 1260 only see Pigure 4

P

TABLE 3 (Contlnﬁed)

SUMMARY OF ANALYSIS RESULTS

1260%

4.6
150
14
63

320
250

-~

W N W~ wnw v
w W v o t N

11

1.5
3300
22

‘*xFor locations See Figure 3

*xxSample Verified at 3700 (1260) and 2400 (1242)

0622g

AROCLOR

1242%%

2.9
2300
6.5
47
43
80

1900
4.4

15

TOTAL PCB

1.5
2500
21
110

3.3
360
330

5200
26
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SAMPLE ¢#

D1
D2
-9
Fl
G1
G2
Hl
H3
11
L1
M1
N1
. N2
S3

TABLE S

PCB CONTAMINATED SAMPLES

 GREATER THAN 50 PPM

1260

52
310
110
290

1100
120
810

28
120
150
63

“320
250

3300

AROCLOR
1242%%

10
29
43

- 2300

a7
43
80
1900

TOTAL PCB

52
310
110
290

1100
120
820
‘57
‘160
2500
110
360
330
5200

*sSample verified at 3700 (1260) and 2400 (1242)

0622g

17
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PCB Wipe Samples:

Wipe samples collected had concentrations ranging from S micro-
grams to over 4,000 total micrograms per wipe. A more detalled
account of the concentrations are listed below:

HIGHEST
CONCENTRATION

LOCATION _ (tgtal ug)
Office roof area 65.0
Front building; concrete.flgei/ ' 897.0
Frént building; cracks ’ ' ) 40.8
Back building; concrete'fqur) 4,100.0
Back building; cracks . , o 51.0
East side of back building 53.0
Railréad track.area | o 41.0
Forklift wheel; front building : 76.0

PCB Bulk Samples:

The majority of samples collected were bulk samples or Type B (as
expressed in the result section). The following chart gives a
representation of the general area sampled as well as the
concentrations present.

HIGHEST
. CONCENTRATION
LOCATION . (ppa)
Front building; 1 foot square area. + 340.0
Front building 2,620.0
Front bullding; cracks 879.0
Back building . 9,900.0
Back building _ o 3,200.0
West exit grate; back buillding ©15,000.0
Area between buildings ' ' . 485.0
SE corner of facility - 150.0
NE corner of facility ‘ ' 130.0
Sump area 571.0
Beneath 1i1d of underground tank 1,600.0 Y,
N——



PCB Core Samples: -

Core samples of surface cement were analyzéd for PCBs and the

provided below.

‘concentrations representing the first 1/2" of material are

HIGHEST
CONCENTRATION
LOCATION (ppm).
/ ] .
'] s
Sump area // - 980.0
: : i 5
Concrete east of back building 4,080.0 \
|
Back building 129.0 i
Area between front and back buildings 387.0 o
. 7
Front building 105.0 .
\// 4
2,3,7,8-TCDD
Analysis performed by Science Applications
Location Concentration
Front Building None Detected

(see Appendix A)




PCDD/PCDF: CoC
Analysis performed by Brehm Laboratory

Location Type _ - Concentratio ppi/

Back Building
Ceiling Area 2,3,7,8-TCDD 0.498
total tetra dioxin !nngp_'BO.l

total penta dioxin 93.6

/total hexa dioxin - 9810 75.6
total hepta dioxin 69.6 \
total octa dioxin: 11.6
i
2,3,7,8-TCDF . 24.3 |
total tetra furan .4\ 102.0 ‘
total penta furan y/7¢ \' 166.0 |
total hexa furan « 67.1 :
total hepta furan 7w%7& 62.2

total octa furan \ 20.9

N

~
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' 1401 Womer Ave. Sutte A o Tustin Collfomuo 92680 « (714) 649-0620

RECD JUL 291385

ASSOCIATES, INC.

OCCUPATIONAL & ENVIRONMENTAL HEALTH SERVICES

-

July 29, 1985

Mr. Bob Menchen

ENDURA MFTAL PRODUCTS
6900 Stanford Avenue
Los Angeles, CA 90001

Dear Mr. Menchen:

Enclosed please find a copy of a table of drta in which the
concentrations of CDDs/CDFs present in the Endura Metal Products
sanples which were sent to the Brehm Laboratory for znalysis are
listed. Analyses of extracts of these same samples are being
completed {in which the concentrations of PCBs snd PCP are being
quantitated and these date will be telephoned to you as soon as
possible. Our complete report will follow fon ebout 10 days.

"Thank you for your patience.

Sincérel

Don R. Thorne, Ph.D.
Toxicologist/Principal

DRT:pc/RA:107
Enclosure
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SPOS5S15-1
SP0515-2
SP0515-3
SPOS515-4

SPO515-5

'SPOS15-6

SP0515-7
SP0515-8

SPO515-9

SP0515-10
SP0S515-11
SPOS15-12

SP0515-13

CoC LOCATION OF SAMPLES

¢

East (back) building, ceiling - repeat of positive gample

East (back) buiiding, ceilfng - above easternmost double doors

'East (back) building, floor - genefal area

East (back) building,.floor — crack or grate area
West (ftont) building, ceiling - Les Menchen's office
West (front) building, floor - general area

Weet (front) building, floor - crack or grate area
Rear of east (back) building, sump area

Reer of east (back) building, asphalt area - KNE cormner near
railroad tracks

East (back) of building, product “"cardboard"” sample

West (front) building, product “wipe sample”
//
East (back) building - clean vood sample frowm ceilling

Control; clean sofl sample from outside of building
upstream of contamination

Adlditional control sanples:

a) Ferformance sample

b) Laboratory blank
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LARS-0OWE HKJIELLER

Umea Urniversitet
S01 87 UMEA Swegen

MPR 455:

Att nr.-RCOS1S~- -

2,3,4,8=-/
2.3.7.8-TCDF
Tot. TCDF's

REC 13C-2378-TCDF

&.3.7.8-TCDD
Tct. TCDD's
. 3. 4.8~/
.3.7.8-PnCDF
.4.7.8-PrCDF
. PrCDF's

(=]

=P
WM

REC 13C-12278-PrCDF

1.2.3.7.8-PnCDD

Tcot. PrCDD's
1.2.3.4.7.9-7
1.2.3.4.7.8-HxCDF
1.8.32.€6.7.8-HxCDF
1.&.32.7.8.9-HxCDF
g.2.4.6.7.8~-HxCDF
Tot. HxCDF's

REC 13C-122478-HxCDF

2.3.4.7.8-HxCDD

-2.2.6.7.8-HxCDD
2.3.7.8.9-HxCDD
t. HxCDD's

Tot. HpCDF's

REC 13C-12Z4£78-HpCDF

Tot. HpCDD's
OCDF
REC 13C-OCDF

Lalalal el

.~ 18

o8

NA
NA

9¢€
740

€E

~N

ny w G &
(o) u) - =W
[l IUR e

¢
[

>
(1)

1

0.193
0.27
0. 02

1.5

(e

‘Unmed& 8Z-068-13

Eechtal Naticnal,
Att: HKerrmet E. Rarr

Ny Tmy T,

3.2

1.5 0. 0E
19 S. € 0.21
oo ez 104
NA . NA NE
NA NA NA
zE 18 0. 13
c1 c1 Q. 44
220 140 z. 8
sz 87 100
ND ND ND
ND ND ND
14 1z 0. 08t
z. s 1.2 0.01
7.1 &. 5 0. 02
z.9e 1.5 0. 0&
78 40 0.25
31 94  .103
0.22 ND. ND
1.€ 0.85 ND
0.14 ND ND
6.0 3.1 .0. 02
64 41 0. 25
44 81 o4
4.8 €.0 0. 04
X 53 0. 34
40 SE 77

1 nc.

12

[ AR

Q= M=o

Q]



-The values are giver ir

and for sample 4, rpg. tot.
NR = Not Qhaly:ed

ND = Naot Deteted; Detecion

rng/g. for sample | z

s = e -
’C,u,—lye

ir sample

limit 0.01-0.02 no/g.
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‘State of California : C - (’ Oepartment of Health Services

Memorandum

Through:

From

Regioml Section Chiefs o Date . October 6, 1986
Commmity Relations Coordinators
Sipe Mitigation Chiefs RECEIVED Su:r:’i st:,
gation
_ ’ : 3 15 ‘ Community Relations
Dave Will g6 0CT 10 PN |

Deputy Di¥ector SO.L/kIFORNIA SECTION
Slulegcin b prances .

e ' -1t
Commmity Relations Beettod HEALTE SER.

As you are avare, the Divisicn's commmity relations program was
recently reviewed by the Auditor General. I am enclosing a copy of
the report for each region. )

The Auditor General stated that community relatiocns plans should be
developed for all state hazardous waste cleanup sites. He recoapended
that "to i{mprove its community relations progra= for hazardous waste

" cleanup sites, the department should ensure that the toxics division

M

establish uniform methods for developing and reviewing community
relations plans. Additionally, the department should ensure that
{ndividuals ekilled in community relations develop or review all

proposed community relations plans,.®

To assist you in working with your zone contractors and responsible
parties until procedures and handbocks can be developed, I have
included an ocutline of the required elements of a community relations
plan. The community relations plan should be prepared in the early
stages of the site work, preferably at the paper review stage, before
any on-eite investigation work begins. I have gttached an exmmple of
sacple language for a task order (see Attachment 1). The guidelines
that follow are from EPA guidelines (reference: Community Relations in .
Superfund: A Handbook, September 1983), and the California.Health and B
Safety Code Section 25356.1(d) on remedial action plans (RAP). ° S

CONMUNITY RELATIONS PLAN OUTLINE FOR RESPONSIELE PARTIES AND ZOKE -
CONTRACTORS o St

A. Introduction - describes the follouinét

Purpoée of the Community Relations Plan (CRP)

°

o Which agencies have oversight responsibilities

o How information was obtained (e.g. interviews) .

o Who was interviewed for the information in the CRP (this:
: pight be included in an eppendix instead of the introduction) = -

o How the plan is divided/structured (i.e. main catagories o

. information) T

B. Community Relations Background

Site description (include area sap and site mps)
Sits history or background : =
History of community involvement _

Potential {ssues and oommnity concerns

0000



. . ~

c.

D.

E.

F..

c.

o

L

o

o
o

—

Regional Section&.defu ' ( 3
Community Relations Coordinators

Site Mitigation Chiefs

Page 2

Objectives of the Coumnity Relations Promn

"Based on the issues and community concerns, dascribe the
objectives of the community relations program

Community Relations Techniques

For each objective, describe the community relations ,
technique to be used and the purpose of the technique ~ #

" An informtion repository must be established for every

site. This i{s a location, often a public library, near the
site/affected community where the pubuc hna access to
reports, fact sheets, ete.

Circulate the draft RAP for 30 days for public comment#®
Develop a mailing list which at a minimug includes

contiguous property owners, local and state agencies and
notify them by direct mail of actions proposed in draft RAP*
Publish a notice of draft RAP availability for public review
in a newspaper of general circulation in the area affected®
Post notices in location where propoeed renoval or romdy
will occur# .
Hold one or more public meetings on the draft RAP*

Based on public comment, revise draft RAP if approprnta*

(*Requirements in California Health & Safety Code Secticn 25356.1(d))

K-}

Staffing Plan and Schedule

If ©more than one entity' has responsibility for the
implementation of the CRP, 1list each o'onmnity relations
activity and who has the responsibility (ife., DHS, RP,

‘Zone Contractor, EPA,. Hatar ‘Board, etc.. ‘whoever is

reaponaible) s
Sc.hedule of Comunity Relations Activities . ;

o Using a matrix formt, list "Conmnity Relat.tons Activities"
on the left colum, and "Technical Hi;eatones' across the
top, filling in the indications of which comnmnity relations
activities correspond. with each milestone (see attachment 2)

Hailing Lists _ . ' o : .F:“
i
. e .
‘0 Appendices of miling lists must lnclude mma. ‘titles, -

addresses and telephone nunbers of key ' contact peocple
(this might be the esame as the advisoz'y . committee list .
if there is one) 1nc1uding: - g -




r.
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(

Regional Section Chiefs
Community Relations Coordniators
Site Mi{tigation Chiefs

Page 3

N

Technical coomittee members
Electad officials

" Local residents/contiguous
Local and state agencies
Public interest/environme
Informations repositories
Media contacts

(1f cne exists)
Property owners

ntal groups (1f applicable)

] " relations Plans unti]l gfite aitigantion
community relations specialists are a@vailable in field offices.

In addition, you
Phillippe ¢to develop o statement of wo

Please contact me g

t 8-454-1789/(916) 324-1789 1f you have any
Questions. o
Attachments : =
Enclosure :

b




GENERAL @ ELECTRIC

GENERAL ELECTRIC COMPANY

FAIRFIELD, CONNECTICUT O6431

BRYCE |. MACDONALD
MANAGER-REMEDIAL PROJECTS

April 20, 1987

Anastacio G. Medina, Chief REC f: VE {'_}
Hazardous Waste Control Program :
County of Los Angeles - Department APP 2:??987

of Health Services
2615 South Grand Avenue, Room 607
Los Angeles, CA 90012

Dear Mr. Medina:

As you know, in March, 1986, our consultants conducted an extensive
sampling program at the former Endura Metal Products facility at 6900 Stanford
Avenue, Los Angeles, with primary attention on dibenzofurans and dibenzo-
d1ox1ns. I am pleased to enclose herewith a copy of the report prepared by
Daniel P. Boyd and Company summarizing the results of their work. You may
recall that we consulted with Dr. Stevens at DOHS while planning this project,
and we have reviewed the results with him. _

We suggest a meeting with you in a month or so to review the overall
status of cleanup at the Stanford Avenue site. First, we seek your acceptance
of the conclusions in the Executive Summary of the Danie] P. Boyd Report. In
addition, we propose to review with you our plans for the following:

1.  Removal of dnderground tanks

2. PCB cleanup along the rail spur right of way

3. Additional testing for PCBs and possible additional cleanup on the site.
Our objective is to reach an understanding with you on what criteria you
feel must be met to permit your office to state that the site has been
cleaned sufficiently that we can offer the property for sale and transfer
t1t1e.

I will call you on or about May 1 to arrange a meeting date.

I. MacDonald
BIM: jk1
“Enclosure
cc: J. F. Aher w/o report
/K. Barr w/o report
v J. T. Harrsen with report
W. P. Thornton w/0 report

(203) 373-3317



GENERAL @ ELECTRIC
GENERAL ELECTRIC COMPANY

FAIRFIELD. CONNECTICUT OG 43!

BRYCE | MACDONALD
MANAGER-ALMLDIAL PACECTS

December 12, 1985

Anastacio G. Medina, Chief
Hazardous Waste Control Program -
County of Los Angeles - Department
of Health Services

2615 South Grand Avenue, Room 607
Los Angeles, CA 90012

Dear Mr. Medina:

This will respond'to your letter of November 19, 1985 addressed to !r.
Paul Schatz, in which you have asked that we undertake certain actions at the
former Endura Metal Products property, 6900 Stanford Avenue, Los Angeles.

You. have asked that we provide an impermeable. protect1ve cover in tha
off-site contaminated areas. We have instructed our engineering consultant to

2 3" oaat

prepare plans and specifications for this work, and we will submit those plans

to your office as soon as poss1b1e. We have contacted the owners of the
property, seeking their permission to do this work. When we have their
concurrence, we will so advise you, and we then can discuss a time schedule to
do the work.

It is not c1ear from your letter exact1y how we are to go about
determining the standard to be .used in developing an acceptable PCB

. decontamination plan. We are generally familiar with the draft document

titled "California site migration decision tree, . ." However, it will be
most helpfu) if you will provide us with the name(s) of the person or persons
at DOHS with whom we should be discussing the resolution of this question.

You have asked that we provide you w1th a sampling plan to determine
residual PCB, 2,3,7,8 TCDF and 2,3,7,8 TCDD levels on and off site.

Prior to receiving your letter, we had decided to undertake such a
program, and we have initiated plans to do so. Our consultants are meeting
today with Dr. Stevens at DOHS to review our work plan, and we expect to
proceed with the work prompt]y after we have reached agreement with Dr.
Stevens.



A. G. Medina | B f-becember“ 12; J985,
o -2- R

We do not have a copy of the Brehm Laboratory report of their results .
from the TCDF and TCDD sampling program earlier this year. It will be
difficult for us to complete our overall sampling program until we have had an
opportunity to review their results, and we ask that _you send us a copy of
their report.

As you know, Endura Metal Products is in the process of terminating
their operations at the Stanford Avenue facility, and they plan to complete
their shutdown by January 31, 1986.

Very tru]y yours,
L™

“5 s e

Py ’

BIM:jk1
cc: L. L. Rishop
- P. C. Schatz
bce: K. E. Barr
J. H. Claussen
S. B. Hamilton
T. H. Milby
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COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES - DEPARTMENT OF HEALTH SERVICES //ﬁ§\
413 NORTH FIGUEROA STREET ¢ LOS ANGELES. CALIFORNIA 80012 RECE] z{

S 1985

A mubKENGINE
vESTERN SERVI‘CEESJ‘EF;?‘

PUBLIC HEALTH PROGRAMS

Reply refer 1o

DOWGLAS R STEELE :

Oeputy Dwector . . ’ 2615 South Grand Avenue, Room 607
. . . L0s Angeles, CA 90007

MARTIN D. FINN, MD., MF H. ‘ _ @13 744 3223

Madical Darector

November 19, 1985

Mr. Paul Schatz

GCeneral Electric Company
1390 South Main Street
Walnut Creek, CA

Dear Mr. Schatz:

ASSESSMENT AND MITIGATION OF PCB AND FURAN CONTAMINATED AREA
ENDURA METAL PRODUCTS, 6900 STANFORD AVENUE, 1OS ANGELES

We, have reviewed your decontamination plan dated July, 1985
for off-site areas and have reviewed analytical data for
~dibenzofuran contamination both on and off site at the above:

subject facility. The following information and requirements

are provided.

In your July, 1985 off-site decontamination plan you proposed
removing and disposing of all soil with PCB levels in excess

of 50 ppm, The 50 ppm decontaminations standard previously
used for general areas and even the 7 ppm standard once used

as a decortamination <tandard for sensitive areas are no

longer v+ .1 deconts ination criteria. According to represen-
tatives ¢. the Staie Department of Health Services (DOHS) Toxic
Substances Control Program and Epidemiological Studies Section,
PCB contaminated areas must be cleaned to background levels or
to a safe level determined by following procedures found in a
draft document titled "California Site Mitigation Decision Tree',
produced by the State DOHS Alternative Technology and Policy

Development Section.

. In reviewing the above menticned dibenzofuran analytical data
submitted by Brehnm Laboratory and UMEA University Laboratory,
it is the opinion of both the State DOHS and this Department
that excessive levels of polychlorinated dibenzofurans exist
on and off site soils, dusts, and wood. You are directed to
take the following actions by the dates specified.
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Mr. Paul Schatz

General Electric Company
. November 19, 1985
" Page 2

1. By January 6, 1986, in the off site contaminated areas,
provide an impermeable protective cover to prevent a further
migration from the area of contamination and to prevent
any human contact with the contaminated soils. Provide
this office by December 16, 1986, & plan to accomplish
this temporary hazard mitigation activity.

2, By December 16, 1985, provide this office with a sampling
plan to determine residual PCB; 2,3,7,8 TCDF and 2,3,7,8 TCDD <.....
contamination of on and off site areas. This plan shall
include. but not be limited to sampling of the following
materials.

a) on and off site soils and dusts :
b) on site woods, cement, brick and asphalt
¢) equipment, raw materials and products on site at the time
of sampling
- 3. By January 15, 1986, implement the above approved sampling
plane and report analytical results to this office by
March 15, 1986.

If you have any questions regarding this letter, please contact
Larry Bishop or Ron Jensen at 213/744-3223.

Very truly yours,

el ARt .
" Anastacio G. Medina, Chief . .,
Hazardous Waste Control Program .

AGM:bp

cc: John Scandura, DOHS
Bob Stevens, DOHS
Jerry Neisler, Cal/OSHA
Jim Suhrer, EPA
Hank Yacoub, RWQCB
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GENERAL ELECTRIC COMPANY

FAIRFIELD CONNECTICUT OS43|

MACDONALD
ENTAL 18SUES RESOLUTION

. April 1, 1985
&
! i
¢- Lawrence Bishop
junty of Los Angeles
gépartment of Health Services

313 North Figueroa Street
Los Angeles, CA 90012

‘Dear Mr. Bishop,

This letter is in response to the official notice of violation

1203 373-3317

concerning the premises at 6900 Stanford Avenue in Los Angeles, issued by

your office on March 18, 1985, and received by GE on March 21.

As you know, the floors of both buildings were cleaned on March 30
and 31, to remove dust from areas found to contain PCBs as the result of
sampling conducted with your participation on January 22, 1985. We
believe we have complied with the first item on the notice of violation.

The other items pose some probléms for us, first because the dates
for compliance you have proposed are upon us, and secondly, because we
need clarification on some of the specific actions you have directed us
to take.

When we met with you on February 28, we explained that our first
priority is to find out where the PCBs came from that were found on the

- floors of the buildings late in January. We told you then that extensive

sampling of soils in the area along the railroad right of way behind the
plant had been done. We now have the results of that sampling, and the
results show PCB levels as high as 2000 ppm in areas previously excavated
and filled with clean soil. Since this result is totally unexpected -
and thus far unexplainable - we decided to send some of the retained
samples to a second laboratory for verification. As this is written, we
do not yet have the results, but we expect to have them shortly.

In 1ight of this new information, it is not possible to develop a
meaningful decontamination plan, which will solve this problem once and
for all, until considerable additional sampling has been completed.
Several weeks will be required to carry out this work.

We would 1ike to meet with you during the week of April 15, for a
number of purposes.

First, we will give you our repoft of the results of the extensive

- soil sampling done in January and February.



Mr. Lawrence Bishop
Page Two
April 1, 1985

Second, we would like to discuss with you a number of questions
arising from the wording of the notice of violation where clarification
will be helpful to us in formulating a decontamination plan.

For example, you have requested removal of "all PCB contaminated
materials." In our prior cleanup work, you had agreed with us that 50ppm
is an acceptable cleanup level, for soils and loose dirt, and we request
confirmation that this prior agreement is still in effect. Also, you had
agreed with us last year that a wipe test is an acceptable measure of
adequacy of cleanup for floors, walls, and certain paved areas. During
our discussion on February 28, you mentioned that the wipe test might not
be the most appropriate measure. We request clarification on this point.

In the second item in the notice, you have requested “removal and
disposal of all PCB contaminated materials on and offsite." This request
is too open ended, in our view, and we request a clearer statement of
what you have in mind by "offsite."

Finally, we would like to discuss with you our plans for further
work, which we are now addressing concurrent with our review of the
resu]ts of the recent sampling.

We believe we have responded diligently and responsibly to all the
directives concerning PCBs at the Stanford Avenue site issued by your
office in the past, and we look forward to continuing to work
cooperatively with you in the future.

Very trul %
CAI"/’ =

BIM/a

cc: SP Read
PC Schatz :
WP Thornton, Jr.
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DISCUSSION TOPICS

LOS ANGELES COUNTY DEPT. OF HEALTH SERVICES

MARCH 28, 1986

Historical
e  Brown & Cauldwell Activities
‘e Med-Tox Activities

] Bechtel Activities
- Exterior Cleaning
- Interior Cleaning
Verification Sampling
RR Sampling (Phases I & II)
Dioxin Analysis
RR Remedial Action Plan (Revision 0)

Ongoing Activities
. Interior Air Sampling (Preliminary findings)
. Underground Tank |
. Interim RR Action
'. Overall Project Planning
Action Items
o Railroad

. Facility

(3718F)

ENO(osure,Cl) ,'
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COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES - DEPARTRLENT CF HEALTH SEQVICES

- 513 NOATH FIGUEROA STREET »LOS NIGELES, CALISOANIA $0012

PUBLIC HEALTH PROGRAMS

COLGL.AS R STEELE . : ) ‘ Reply reflewtae - .
be;.f, c,?ve’ € 2615 Sauth Grand Avesue, Rooat 007
Les Angeles, CA §0007 .

MAATN D PNN. M D M AN . : - ain7e 3223

- et Dvvabd ]
: - o Date:%ﬂ&é/l;/?/f .

10: EBNDRA METAL Producls aoDRESS: £ 900 STAVEop AV LA -

SUBJECT: z!‘.ﬁrl'é ;ﬁlfl-(;fﬂ"“ ﬂ,&&{ih ’ ADDRESS: ) - e - v - —~— N .

7 :
You are hereby directed to correct the following violatians of the State Health and

Safety Code / California Administrative Code marked belows

1) Discontinue immediately the disposal of hazardous wastes { S¥as /s Voo ] 5
NE4) ) to unauthorized locations C Tvachk ban =

2) Discontinue imnadiately the transport of hazardous wastes ( :
- ) off site except by a registered hazardous waste hat

/ —Jer manifest and to a State Hesalth Department permitted facility. -

3) Remové and legally dispose by s /lli 5/ ' ., all haiardom wastes ,
contaninated materials discharged to’/ stered—et [N g rS of Tio FoclFad LM

(NOTE: All hazardous waste transported of F-site by vehicle must be transp:
under Hazardous ¥aste Manifest, by @ State Health Department registered ha

4) " Provide this office by _ , @ decbntamination plan for
gbave subject contaminated srea. , B : _
S) Provide this office by , 3 photo copy of the completA
. manifest used to dispose aof the above subject waste. -
6) Store by ' ' , all hazardous waste in 3 secure, contained,
) weathsr proof and well posted manner pursuant to California Adoministrative
Code, Title 22, Sectian 66535- ' o :
! 7) Store by ' - , @1l hazardous waste in ndn-leaking, proper.
labeled and dated containers with tight fitting lids. : :

8) Discontinue the treatment of hazardous waste / storage of hazardous waste
‘ for longer than without written permission from the State Depart

of Health Services (7Z13) 620-2380.

9) Maintain copies of 8ll hazardous waste manifests and receipts at the abov
subject facility for agency review, '

10) - Obtain an EPA Number from the State Department of Health Services (916) !
prior to transpart of any hazardous waste off site.

11) Additional Requirements

e
G 4 AP WV

&
%
&



COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES - DEPARTMENT OF HEALT SERVICES

ST T i;\JG]S IEQRTH FIGUEROA STREET e LOS ANGELES, CALIFORNIA 90012

LN o
IJAN & 70T pUBLIC HEALTH PROGRAMS

DOUGLAS R. STEELE . O Reply refer to:

Deputy Director ) 2615 South Grand Avenue, Room 607
Los Angeles, CA 30007

MARTIN D. FINN, M.D., M.P.H. ’ . 13) 744
Medical Director . o @ 3223

January 18, 1985

Mr. Paul C. Schatz, Manager
Stanford Avenue Project

Genersl Electric Company

1390 South Main Street

Walnut Creek, California 94596

Dear Mr. Schatz:

RESIDUAL PCB CONTAMINATION AT ENDURA METAL PRODUCTS
6900 STANFORD AVENUE, LOS ANGELES

As a result of our letter to you dated November 21, 1984, and your
conversation with Larry Bishop of this office, General Electric
Company was given a time extension to January 15, 1985, to decon-
taminate the south and east driveways and the storm drain between

~ ‘the buildings at the above subject site. You and Mr. Bishop agreed
that the remaining contaminated areas (PCB impregnated areas #1, #2,
#3, and #4, specified in our November 21, 1984, letter) should await
further site characterization and mitigation activities to be conducted

by the General Electric Company.

You are directed to provide this office by February 28, 1985, a site
characterization report which delineates the vertical and horizontal

extent of residual PCB contamination at the above subject site. The
areas most suspect of containing this residual contamination -are as
follows: o ‘ ' ' ' :

1) The concrete floor of the front (west) building.

2) The brick walls of the front building.-

3) The concrete floor or access way from the front buiiding
bisecting the rear (east) building and leading to the east
driveway. ,

4) The asphalt area at the southwest corner of the north parking
lot. ' : :

- _ \
) .
. ]
&
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COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES - DEPARTMENT OF HEALTH SERV]CES @

313 NORTH FIGUERQA STREET & LOS ANGELES, CALIFORNIA 50012 .
M Coa
Ry~ ‘!‘;g-f

PUBLIC HEALTH PROGRAMS et T
';. .‘5:?“@"
DOUGLAS R. STEELE ' Reply refer to;
Deputy Director 2615 South Grand Avenue, Room 607
- Los Angeles, CA 90007
MARTIN D. FINN, M.D., M.P.H. 213748 3223

Medical Director

November 21,‘1984

Mr. Paul Schatz, Manager
Stanford Avenue Project
General Electric Company
1390 So. Main Street .
“Walnut Creek, California 94596

‘
H

Dear Sir:

RESIDUAL PCB CONTAMINATION
ENDURA METAL -PRODUCTS :
6900 STANFORD AVENUE, LOS ANGELES, CA

Verification sampling conducted by Larry Bishop of this office and your
contractor, Brown and Caldwell Company, in August and September, 1984,
revealed the following residual contamination still existing at the
above subject site:

AREA DATE SAMPLED PCB LEVEL
1) front building - northeast 8/20/84 270 mg/kg
quadrant floor (core 1B floor) ,
composite 4 - 1" cores
2) fFront building - northeast : " 1300 mg/kg

quadrant wall (core 2B wall)
composite 4 - 1" cores

3) fFloor - center of both buildings " 3300 mg/kg
(core 1A - 58 floor) comp051te 4
4 - 1" cores

4) Asphalt - southwest corner of 9/13/84 89 mg/kg
north parking lot (5B)

5) ~ South and east.driveways ' " 734 mg/kg
composite surface (LB 9 - 13F)

6) Storm drain sludge-breezeway _ Lo 186 mg/kg

between buildings (LB 9 - 13G)



!
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Mr. Paul Schatz, Manager
November 21, 1984 L -
Page 2

General Electric Company is directed to decontaminate areas #4, #5, and
#6, and any adjacent contaminated areas by December 23, 1984. Provide
this office, by December 31, 1984, verification from a State certified
laboratory of decontamination of areas #4, #5, and #6. A representative
of this office must be present during verification sampling.

The oversight of characterization and mitigation activities in areas #1,
#2, and #3 will be conducted in coordination with the U.S. Environmental
Protection Agency.. That agency is now reviewing their role in regards
to the mitigation of these areas. '

If you have any questions about their review, please contact Steve
_Johnson at (415) 974-7512. '

If you,héve any questions about this letter, please contact Larry Bishop
at (213) 744-3223.

Ver truly’yours;

7
/ /

g S~ . .’ 2 . ’ .
Nty v——/L Llovr
Anastdcio G. Medina, Chief
Hazardous Waste Control Program

AGM:LB:s

cc: Steve Johnson - Environmental Protection Ageﬁcy
Harry -Sneh - State Department of Health Services
Tom Bell - Regional Water Quality Control Board



DOUGLAS R. STEELE

313 NORTH FIGUEROA STREET e LOS ANGELES, CALIFORNIA 90012

PUBLKIHEALTHPROGRAMS

Reply refer to:

Deputy Director 2615 South Grand Avenue, Room 607
MARTIN O. FINN, M.D.. M.P.H. Los Angeles, CA 30007
Medical Director (213) 744 3 2 2 3 MA)/
..... 2 5 ]984

May 21, 1984

Mr. Paul C. Schatz

Manufacturing and Engineering Support
General Electric Company

1390 South Main sStreet

Walnut Creek, CA

Deér Mr. Schatz:

DECONTAMINATION OF.PCB CONTAMINATED AREAS
6900 STANFORD AVENUE, LOS ANGELES, CA

This office approves of your decontamination plans for
the above subject facility. We understand that these
plans are subject to change in order to assure complete
decontamination of the affected facility and the nearby
railroad property.

It is imperative that this cleanup be completed as soon
as possible, especially prior to the start of Olympic
activities. We urge General Electric to obtain the '
necessary railroad permits and begin excavation activities
soon. As agreed upon at our April 24th meeting, cleanup
activities will begin the first week of June 1984,

If you have any questions regarding this 1etter;‘please
contact Larry Bishop at (213) 744-3223.

Very truly yours,

/

r
g7
iy 1Ak
Anastacio edina, Chie
Hazardous Waste Control Program

LB:bp
cc: Mr. Harry Sneh, State DOHS, Toxic Substance Division

Ms. Laurel Chun, EPA Enforcement Section
Mr. Tom Bell, Regional Water Quality Control Board



Mr. Paul C. Schatz
May 21, 1984
Page 2

ccC:

M. Norm Cotter, L.A. City Bureau of Sanitation Research
and Planning Division
Mr. Don J. Skaff, Southern Pacific Transportation Co.
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MARTIN D. FINN, MD., MPH.. ’
Medical Director @13) 744- 3 2 2 3

313 NORTH FIGUEROA STREET e LOS ANGELES, CALIFORNIA 90012

PUBLIC HEALTH PROGRAMS

DOUGLAS R. STEELE Reply refer to: Frane
Dequw Director 2615 South Grand Avenue, Room 607 A 0 8
Los Angeles, CA 90007 1984

May 2, 1984

Mr. Paul C. Schatz

Manufacturing & Engineering Support
General Electric Company.

1390 South Main Street

Walnut Creek, California

SUBJECT: DECONTAMINATION OF RAILROAD TRACK
AREA CONTAMINATED WITH PCB'S AT
6900 STANFORD AVENUE, LOS ANGELES, CA

Dear Mr. Schatz:

Thank you for taking the tlme to meet with Larry Bishop of this

office on April 24, 1984, to review the request for proposal for the
decontamination of the above subject property. At this meeting, you
indicated to Mr. Bishop that General Electric did not intend to decon-
taminate soil beneath the Southern Pacific track area. You also

stated that a health risk was not believed to exist since any remaining
PCB contamination in that area would be interred. You also questioned
whether or not that particular contamination was caused by General
Electric or Southern Pacific equipment.

As we and other agencies have stated at previous meetings with you,

and as indicated in our letter to you of December 27, 1983, all con-
taminated areas must be decontaminated to a level of less than 50 ppm
PCB. The December 27, 1983, letter also stated that you should plan
for and obtain railroad permits for excavation below the tracks because
of indications that high levels of PCB's, contiguous with fence line
contamination exist beneath the track area. In that letter, we also
stated that all contaminated railroad ties be properly disposed of.

If this contamination exists, disruption of the track area is unavoid-
able. .

Please be advised that our representative on site will require excava-
tion of the track area if excessive PCB levels are found, whether or
not General Electric or its contractors are prepared, at the time of
decontamination activities,; to excavate that area. As stated in our
letter of December 27, 1983, our representative at the site reserves
the right to direct verlflcatlon sampllng of suspect areas including
the track area.



. «

Mr. Paul C. Schatz
May 2, 1984
Page 2

You indicated at the April 24, 1984, meeting that the clean-up contract
shouid be let by mid-May, 1984; decontamination activities would begin
by June 1, 1984, and that work would be completed within 45 days, (mid-
July). ‘

We look forward to working with you and your contractors in decontami-
nationg the affected site within this time schedule. Please contact me
or Larry Bishop at (213) 744-3223, if you have any questions about this
letter or our policies. :

Very truly yours,

/ 44«%% é,‘;%ﬂ\—aﬂw
f%gitacio € “Medina, Chief

Hazardous Waste Control Program
AGM:LB:s
ce: Mr; Harry Sneh, State DOHS
Ms. Laurel Chun, EPA
Mr. Gerald Neisler, Cal 0OSHA

Mr. Tom Bell, Regional Water Quality Control Board
Mr. Norm Cotter, L.A. City Bureau of Sanitation



GENERAL @ ELECTRIC

APPARATUS AND ENGINEERING SéRVlCES -
GENERAL ELECTRIC COMPANY @ ONE RIVER ROAD ® SCHENECTADY, NEW YORK 12345

Building 2 - 706
(518)  385-3720

November 1, 1983

United States Environmental Protection Agency
Region IX

215 Fremont Street

San Francisco, California 94105

ATTN: Harry Seraydarian
Director of Toxics & Waste Management Division

TN
P N

Your Reference{/’T;g:i
T(83)E177

A\

Dear Sir:

1 attach a copy of the responses of General Electric Company to the ques-—
tions propounded in your letter of October 26, 1983. If you wish to contact us
further with regard to this site, please contact me directly. My name, address

“and phone number are set forth below:

William P. Thornton, Jr.
General Electric Company

. One River Road, Building 2-714
Schenectady, New York 12345
(518) 385-3720

Very truly yours,

William P. Thornton, Jr.

Department Counsel

Central Service Department
WPT:cma

attachment

bce: P. Schatz

T B. McDonald



The only evidence of the release available to General Eléctric Company 1is
the presence of substances in the soil and elsewhere on the premises.
General Electric Company has no knowledge of the time and date of any
release. General Elelctric Company has never owned the premises but did

———

lease the premises between 1946 and 1971 andbduring that period operated as

apparatus repair facility on the site.

The site is located at 69Q0 Stanford Avenue,)City of Los Angeles, County of

¢ . . .
Los Angeles, State of California. Precise areas of discovery of substances
are identified in Exhibit A. Site Investigation and Correction Plan,

Stanford Avenue Site, Los Angeles, California - October, 1983. .

The types of "hazardous substances' found on the premises and their concen-

trations appear in Exhibit A.
Unknown.
Unknown.

No clean-up measures have been instituted; proposed clean-up measures

appear in Exhibit A.

Unknoyn.

During the period 1946;1971, the Operator was:
Geﬁeral Electric Company

One River Road:
Schenectady, New York 12345.



10.

11.

12,

13.

14.

The Owner was:

At the present time the operator is:

- Endura Metal Products, Inc.
6900 Stanford Avenue

Los Angeles, California

Except as set forth in this answer, General Electric Company does not . know

the answer to the question.

General Electric Company-a New York corporation

Endura Metal Products, Inc.-organization unkdbwn.

-The release was not detected at any time; the presence of the substance on

the premises was detected by the Los Angeles County Health Deparﬁﬁent and

" reported to General Electric Company by letter dated April 4, 1983.

See Exhibit A.
General Electric Company knows of no notfications.
General Electric Company knows of no such pefsons.

County of Los Angeles Department of Health Services

u.s. Environmental Protection Agency
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CERTIFIED MAIL NO. 0416324
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

In Reply T-3-2 .
Refer to: T(83)E177

Octcber 26, 1983.

kR Paul C. Schatz . PO
TR Mngr. - Manufacturing Support oct 2( %23
e g Apparatus and Engineering Services

General Electric Company

1390 South Main Street

Walnut Creek, CA 94596

Dear Mr. Schatz:

'This Agency has received information concerning a release
of a hazardous substance into the environment. Our information
indicates that the release took place in or near 6900 Stanford
Ave., City of Los Angeles, County of Los Angeles, State of
California and reportedly occurred over a period of time
beginning on or about 1946 and continuing to the present time
from a facility which you own or operate.

Under the provisions of Section 104 of the Comprehensive,
Environmental Response, Compensation and Liability Act (CERCLA),
42 U.S.C. 9604, and Section 3007 of the Resource Conservation
and Recovery Act (RCRA), 42 U.S.C. 6927, as amended by the
Solid Waste Disposal Act Amendments of 1980, the Administrator
of the Environmental Protection Agency has the authority to
require any person who generates, stores, treats, transports,
disposes of, or otherwise handles or has handled hazardous:
wastes and substances to furnish information related to such
wastes and substances. Pursuant to these statutory provisions,
you are hereby requested to provide the following information:

1. The time and date of the release;
2. The specific location of the release (include county);

- 3. The type of hazardous substance(s) releaséd (include
‘ chemical composition - concentration);

. g el g .o P B . : . . . . G, . . A . B
{ - . ) .
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The quantity of hazardous substance(s) released;
The cause of the release (in detail);

The clean-up measures, if any, undertaken by your
company (include methods of disposal); ,

The flow path of the hazardous substance(s) released
(including but not limited to receiving water, storm
drain, sewer system, etc.) '

The name and address of the owner/operator of the
facility from which the release occurred:;

The legal description of the owner/operator of the
facility from which the release occurred (i.e.,
corporation, or sole proprietorship; include statutory
agent and State of incorporation if applicable)

The time and date the release was detected by the

- owner/operator of the facility from which the release

occurred; §

Any and all information resulting from studies, tests,

‘or test results performed by your firm; and information

resulting from such studies or tests conducted or con-
tracted by your firm. (Include contractor names and
dates of studies).

The federal and State agencies, if any, that the owner/
operator notified of this release (include the time
and date of these notifications);

The names and addresses of persons, including but not
limited to employees, who have first-hand knowledge
of the release and the subsequent cleanup measures.
State the names of local agencies notified, and names
of persons contacted;

The Federal and State agencies, if any, which invésti—
gated the discharge.

The information requested herein must be provided

notwithstanding its possible characterization as confidential
or trade secret information. EPA regulations governing confi-
dentiality of business information are set forth in Part 2,
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Subpart B of Title 40 of the Code of Federal Regulations.
For any portion of the information submitted which is entitled
to confidential treatment, you may assert a confidentiality

- claim in accordance with 40 CFR §2.203(b). If EPA determines

that the information so designated meets the criteria set
forth in 40 CFR §2.200, the information will be disclosed
only to the extent, and by means of the procedures, specified
in 40 CFR Part 2, Subpart B. EPA will construe the failure
to furnish a confidentiality claim with your response as a
waiver of the claim and information contained in the response

‘may be made available to the public by EPA without further

notice. . .

Your answers to the above questions must be sent to EPA
within fourteen (14) calendar days of your receipt of this
letter. Under Section 106 of CERCLA, 42 U.S.C. 9606, and
Section 3008 of RCRA, 42 U.S.C. 6928, failure to comply with
this request may result in an order requiring compliance or
a civil action for appropriate relief. Section 106 of CERCLA
and Section 3008 of RCRA also provide for civil penalties.

If you have any quéstions concerning this matter, please
contact Daniel A. Horgan at (415)974-8368. '

Your cooperation in this matter is appreciated.

Sincerely yours,

QoD R

Harry Seraydarian
Director
Toxics & Waste Management Division

Enclosures: _
Sections 104 & 106 of CERCLA
Section 3007 & 3008 of RCRA
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_ ‘ CERTIFIED MAIL NO. 0416324
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

In Reply T-3-2
Refer to: T(83)E177

October 26, 1983.

Paul C. Schatz

Mngr. - Manufacturing Support
Apparatus and Engineering Services
General Electric Company

1390 South Main Street

Walnut Creek, CA 94596

Dear Mr. Schatz:

This Agency has received information concerning a release
of a hazardous substance into the environment. Our information
indicates that the release took place in or near 6900 Stanford
Ave., City of Los Angeles, County of Los Angeles, State of
California and reportedly occurred over a period of time
beginning on or about 1946 and continuing to the present time
from a facility which you own or operate.

Under the provisions of Section 104 of the Comprehensive,
Environmental Response, Compensation and Liability Act (CERCLA),
42 U.S.C. 9604, and Section 3007 of the Resource Conservation
and Recovery Act (RCRA), 42 U.S.C. 6927, as amended by the
Solid Waste Disposal Act Amendments of 1980, the Administrator
of the Environmental Protection Agency has the authority to '
require any person who generates, stores, treats, transports,
disposes of, or otherwise handles or has handled hazardous
. -wastes and substances to furnish information related to such
- wastes and substances. Pursuant to these statutory provisions,

: you are hereby requested to provide the following information:

)

1. The time and date of the release;
2. The specific location of the release (include county);

3. The type of hazardous substance(s) released (include
: chemical composition - concentration);

. - s N ,
o . . . H .



R - L N N
vl int ke s

) . ., . . & 1 B .

10.

11.

12.

13.

14.

~2-

-

The quantity of hazardous substance(s) released;

The cause of the release (in detail);

The clean-up measures, if any, undeftaken by your
company (include methods of disposal);

The flow path of the hazardous substance(s) released
(including but not limited to receiving water, storm
drain, sewer system, etc.)

The name and address of the owner/operator of the
facility from which the release occurred;

The legal description of the owner/operator of the
facility from which the release occurred (i.e.,
corporation, or sole proprietorship; include statutory
agent and State of incorporation if applicable)

The time and date the release was detected by the
owner/operator of the facility from which the release
occurred;

Any and all information resulting from studies, tests,
or test results performed by your firm; and information
resulting from such studies or tests conducted or con-
tracted by your firm. (Include contractor names and
dates of studies).

The federal and State agencies, if'any, that .the owner/
operator notified of this release (include the time
and date of these notifications);

The names and addresses of persons, including but not
limited to employees, who have first-hand knowledge
of the release and the subsequent cleanup measures.
State the names of local agencies notified, and names
of persons contacted;

The Federal and State agencies, if any, which investi-
gated the discharge. ‘ :

The information requested herein must be provided

- notwithstanding its possible characterization as confidential

or trade secret information. EPA requlations governing confi-
dentiality of business information are set forth in Part 2, ’
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Subpart B of Title 40 of the Code of Federal Regulations. .
For any portion of the information submitted which is entitled
to confidential treatment, you may assert a confidentiality
claim in accordance with 40 CFR §2.203(b). If EPA determines
that the information so designated meets the criteria set
forth in 40 CFR §2.200, the information will be disclosed
only to the extent, and by means of the procedures, specified
in 40 CFR Part 2, Subpart B. EPA will construe the failure
to furnish a confidentiality claim with your response as a
waiver of the claim and information contained in the response

may be made available to the public by EPA without further
notice. .

Your answers to the above questions must be sent to EPA
within fourteen (14) calendar days of your receipt of this
letter. Under Section 106 of CERCLA, 42 U.S.C. 9606, and
Section 3008 of RCRA, 42 U.S.C. 6928, failure to comply with

‘this request may result in an order requiring compliance or

a civil action for appropriate relief. Section 106 of CERCLA
and Section 3008 of RCRA also provide for civil penalties.

If you have any questions concerning this matter, please
contact Daniel A. Horgan at (415)974-8368.

Your cooperation in this matter is appreciated.

Sincerely yours,

Harry Seraydarian
? ~ Director

Toxics & Waste Management Division

Enclosures:

Sections 104 & 106 of CERCLA
Section 3007 & 3008 of RCRA




COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES - DEPARTMENT OF HEALTH SERVICES

313 NORTH FIGUEROA STREET e LOS ANGELES, CALIFORNIA 90012

PUBLIC HEALTH PROGRAMS

DOUGLAS R. STEELE . ' : Reply refer to:

Deputy Director : 2615 South Grand Avenue, Room 607
Los Angeles, CA 90007

MARTIN D. FINN, M.D., M.P.H. : 213 74_4-3223

Medical Director

April 22, 1983 | o .' RECE'VED
Ky 21983

. Mr. Paul Schatz ‘
General Electric Company W
55 Hawthorne Street . P, THORNTON_ Jr
San Francisco, California 94105 B

Dear Sir:

POLYCHLORINATED BIPHENOL CONTAMINATION AT A FORMER GENERAL
ELECTRIC FACILITY, 6900 STANFORD AVENUE, LOS ANGELES,
CALIFORNIA 90001 '

In response to your regquest for additional information contained
in an anonymous letter sent to the Environmental Protection Agency
dated January 19, 1983, regarding the above subject matter, the
following information is provided.

From February, 1946, to December, 1971, a General Electric Apparatus
Repair Service Shop located at the above subject address processed
several thousand 10c oil and pyranol filled transformers. Standard
procedure called for used oils to be pumped from the transformers

and disposed of by various vendors. However, smaller 10 to 50 gallon
units were often dumped out primarily at the edge of a steam cleaning
platform which bordered the railroad property behind the shop. Some
units were up-ended along the length of the chain link fence separating
the two properties.

The author of the letter presumed that if a minimum of 100 gallons of
oil per week was dumped in this manner, then 100 gallons x 52 weeks x
25 years = 130,000 gallons of oil was dumped. If half of the o0il was
pyranol, then a minimum of 65,000 gallons of PCB's were dumped out.

» The author further states that PCB's were not considered hazardous
at the time of disposal, but that because the PCB's contain d10x1n,
he or she presumes that the ground water supply for Los Angeles is
contaminated with this material. This letter was sent to Ann Gorsuch
of the E.P.A. with a copy sent to Los Angeles City Mayor Tom Bradley.



Mr. Paul Schatz
April 22, 1983
Page 2

We look forward to working with you or

your representative in the

near future to implement a prompt decontamination of the affected
areas. We anticipate receiving a written clean-up plan from
General Electric Company within the next ten (10) days. Although
our memorandum of understanding with the State Department of Health

Services specifies that our Department
agency in this type of clean-up action,

is the sole enforcement -~
we will elicit comment on

your plan from both the State Department of Health Services and the
Regional Water Quality Control Board prior to approving the plan. If
you wish, you are welcome to send copies of this plan directly to
these agencies. We suggest you send these copies to:

Mr. John Hinton

Department of Health Services
Hazardous Waste Management Branch
107 s. Broadway, Room 7128

Los Angeles, California 90012

Mr. David Gildersleeve ‘
Regional Water Quality Control Boa:
107 s. Broadway, Room 4027

. Los Angeles, California 90012

If you have any further questions regarding this letter, please

contact Larry Bishop at (213) 744-3223.

Sincerely,

R. L. Dennerline, Chief
Occupational Health

RLD:LB:s

cc: ° William Thorton ,
General Electric Ccmpany
1 River Road, Bldg. 2/706
Schenectady, New York 12345
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PUBLIC HEALTH PROGRAMS

_AS R. STEELE. ' : nepwreurro
Director 2615 South Grand Avenue, Room 507
b FINN. MD P . Los Angeies, CA 90007
Nolrector . a.m) e 3223 SR

April 4, 19383

Mr. Dick Papp

Apparatus Service Shop
3601 E. Lz Palma Avenue
Anaheim, California 92808

Dear Slr.

POLYCHLORINATED BIPHE\OL (PCB) CONIAMI\AEION OF A FOQMER GENERAL
ELECTRIC COMPANY FACILITY, 6900 STANFORD AVENUE, lDS ANGELES

On March 8, 1983 a representative of this office inspected the-
above subject facxllty in response to information brought to our
attention that large quantltles of PCB transformer liquid were
" disposed of at the rear of this facility from 1946 to 1971. On
this date and on subsequent inspections of the affected area on
March 15 and Maxch 17, 1983, soil and liquid samples were ta zken
at and around a steam cleanlng sump opposite the back door to the
building." Laboratory analysis of these samples revealed PCB levels
ranging from 13 parts per million (ppm) to 1,290 ppm.

The State Department of Health Services deflnes contaminated
materials containing PCB's at a concentration of 50 ppm or greater
as a2 hazardous waste. The improper disposal and improper storzge

or abandoament of a hazardous waste is a violation of the California
Hazardous Waste Control Law.

1. - You are hereby directed to remove and legally dlspose
of all materials contaminated with PCB's at the above -

subject site by May 10, 1983

2, Provide this office, for departmental approval, by
April 20, 1983, a plan for decontamination of the
above subJect site whlch includes the following items:

- 4
- v
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- a) The date that sampling and clean-up actlv:Lt:Les will
l' - begin at the site;

b) The names and addresses of companies contracted to
l . analyze, decontaminate and transport wastes from the
l above subject s:.te, :

l o c) The methods to be used to decontam.nate the affected
I area,
II : T d) 'Ihe location of the &isposal site;

: . ‘e) The date, after clean-up is complete, that sampling
II will take place to verify decontamination of the site.

3. Profice this office by May 20, 1983, a report from a
ll _ State certified laboratory indicating the decontamination
of the site to legal limits and completed copies of all
' hazardous waste manifests used during the transport and
II disposal of the contaminated materials.

If you have any questions regarding tl'u.s notice, please contact
I Larry Blshop of this office at (213) 744-3223.

Yours truly ,

R. L. Dennerline, Chief
Occupational Health

RID:1B:s






